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FRONTIER DEFENSE
TED

J.

WARNER

of Spanish dominion in the vast expanse
of northern Mexico, including the present southwestern borderlands of the United States, was an epic phase of the history of the
viceroyalty of New Spain. The economic and missionary aspects
of this northern movement, which lasted more than two hundred
and fifty years, have been described in considerable detail by many
historians, colonial and modern. Scholars have given less attention
to the problems and methods of military defense which increased
in importance during the last century and a half of the colonial
regIme.
Military defense on the northern frontiers of New Spain served
a triple purpose: protection of Hispanic settlements and mission~
ary establishments against the possibility of revolt by "pacified"
Indians; defense against marauding attacks by nomadic or seminomadic Indians who had not submitted to Spanish rule; and
defense of the borderlands against possible encroachment by
foreign powers. During the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries
the first two aims were paramount. During the eighteenth century
mounting pressure by marauding tribes, especially the Apaches,
became the major problem while the advances of France, England,
and Russia in North America also gave cause for concern.
Between 1530 and the end of the sixteenth century Spanish expansion into the northern reaches of Mexico was spectacular.!
NUDO de Guzman occupied Jalisco and the southern part of
THE ESTABLISHMENT
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Sinaloa during the 1530'S. By 1580 a much larger area, comprising the modern Mexican states of Queretaro, Guanajuato, San
Luis PotosI, Zacatecas, Durango, and part of Chihuahua, had been
occupied. Before the close of the century Spanish settlements
were founded as far north as Monterrey in Nuevo Leon and in
New Mexico. This rapid advance of the frontier had been
prompted by the discovery of rich silver mines, followed by missionary activity, and the establishment of extensive landed estates
devoted to agriculture and the raising of livestock.
From Queretaro westward and northwestward to Durango and
Santa Barbara, and northward to San Luis PotosI, Saltillo, and
Monterrey, the Spaniards were harassed by persistent attacks from
nomadic and semi-nomadic Indian groups, generally classified as
Chichimecas. Chichimec hostility, aggravated by the slaving activities of Spanish colonists and soldiers, was a serious threat to
the security of the mining and ranch frontiers and to the Camino
Real on which the silver-laden caravans traveled from northwestern Mexico to the viceregal capital. To keep the raiders in check
the authorities sent out roving patrols of ten to thirty soldiers,
provided escort troops for the wagon trains, enlisted the aid of
Indian auxiliaries, organized punitive expeditions into native
strongholds, and even used portable and stationary blockhouses.
The most important innovation, however, was the development of
a system of forts and defensive towns placed at strategic points in
the tierra de guerra of the silver frontier of New Spain. This line
of fortified places resembled those used by the Romans for the
protection of the empire, and the lines of castles (h~nce the name
Castile) established in Spain during the invasions ,by the Moors.
These forts were called presidios, from the Latin term presidium,
meaning a garrisoned town or fortress. The line was not static, but
was constantly adjusted to meet new situations as the frontier
advanced. 2
The first presidios and garrisoned towns were founded during
the administration of Viceroy Luis de Velasco I (1550-1564). The
most important of these was the presidio at San Miguel in Guanajuato, designed to protect the Zacatecas-Mexico City highway. Al-
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though Velasco's efforts did not provide an adequate solution to
the problem, his realization of the need for presidios on the
frontier led the way for later administrators.
During the four years folloWing Velasco's term as Viceroy serious political problems plagued the government of New Spain.
Consequently little or nothing was accomplished and the situation
on the frontiers continued to deteriorate. In 1568 raids by the
hostile tribes were particularly devastating, and as a result mining
was nearly at a standstill. The damage at the new mining camps
near Durango and Santa Barbara, recently opened by Francisco de
Ibarra, was tremendous. 3
When the new Viceroy, Martin Enriquez de Almanza (1568158o), arrived, political conditions were again stabilized, and it
was once more possible to give attention to subduing the enemy
Indians. Enriquez inaugurated a systematic policy of establishing
presidios along the northern frontier. He founded no less than
sixteen, and perhaps as many as twenty-two, military outposts at
strategic points near the main lines of communication northwestward to Zacatecas, Sombrerete, and beyond, and northward to the
area of San Luis PotosI. Several new defensive towns were also
founded as bases for troops serving on convoy duty on the highways. The most important of these towns were Jerez de la Frontera
founded in 1570, Charcas and Tepexala in 1573, Leon and
Aguascalientes in 1575, and Saltillo in 1578. From these presidios
and defensive settlements the Spaniards waged campaigns of
"fire and blood" against the marauding Indian tribes.
Nevertheless, in the 1580's the Spaniards found that, because
of the nomadic habits of the Indians, neither the erection of defensive towns and presidios on the frontiers nor punitive campaigns
by presidial troops were sufficient to insure peace along the
Chichimec frontier. Despite Spanish efforts, the Indian attacks
continued and imposed a serious barrier to further expansion·
northward. Therefore, the presidio system as an organized policy
under viceregal direction was given up in part, and frontier warfare was left in the hands of individual captains to seek solutions
to their own immediate problems in their own particular regions.

8
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Now viceregal policy was to negotiate peace treaties, offering
bribes of food and clothing to the Indians in the hope of inducing
them to settle near the Spanish defensive towns. Once the natives
had accepted a peace settlement, they were to be Hispanicized by
another frontier institution, the mission.
To facilitate the work of the missionaries the semi-nomadic
Indians were assembled at a "reduction"-a village or mission.
community-where they could be instructed in· the Catholic
religion and taught European customs. They were expected to
emerge from this training within ten years as useful, Christian,
and loyal Spanish subjects. Thus the missions also served a secular
purpose and as agencies of the state were to aid the advancement
of the frontier. A significant commentary on the Crown's association of the missions with frontier defense is the fact that the expenses of both the missions and the presidios were entered under
the account of the War Fund (Ramo de Guerra) in the records
of the royal treasury.4 By the end of the sixteenth century the
combined efforts of mission and presidio had brought relative
peace to important areas on the frontiers, with corresponding benefits to Spanish exploitation of the northern silver mining regions.
The seventeenth century witnessed new advances. In the
west, the Jesuits penetrated into northern Sinaloa and thence
into the central valleys of Sonora, from which Father Kino and his
associates moved into Pimeria Alta toward the end of the century.
East of the Sierra Madre Occidental, economic motives and the
missionary labors of Franciscans and Jesuits opened up new areas
of Spanish control. The northern limits of these were an irregular
and fluctuating line of outpost settlements extending from Casas
Grandes southeast into Coahuila and Nuevo Leon. At intervals
the northward movement was retarded by full-scale native uprisings, such as the Tepehuan Revolt of 1616-1617, and the expanding frontier was harried by intermittent attacks by unpacified
Indians from beyond or outside the limits of settlement. The
viceregal and provincial authorities now found it necessary to es.tablish new garrison- outposts in the north, to replace many of
those founded farther south during the preceding century. 5
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The last twenty years of the seventeenth century saw the
security of the northern frontiers seriously endangered by Indian
uprisings, beginning with the Pueblo Revolt of 1680 in New
Mexico, followed by widespread unrest from Sonora eastward to
the Conchos Valley and La Junta, and culminating in the Tarahumara rebellion of 1697. As a result, the presidialsystem on
the northern frontier was reorganized, and a permanent garrison
was established in the El Paso area in 1683.6 The second New
Mexico garrison was founded at Santa Fe in I 693 afte~ the reoccupation of the province by Vargas. 7
Also during the 1680'sand 1690's, the threat of French encroachment on the Gulf coast introduced a new factor in the
problem of frontier defense, and prompted the temporary occupation of Texas by Spain' (1689-1693).8 The fear offoreign encroachment continued to influence governmental policy throughout the eighteenth century. It led to the permanent Spanish
occupation of Texas in 1713-1719, and was one motive" for the
founding of the province of upper California in the 1770'S. Expansion of French activity into the southwestern plains inspired
concern for the security of New Mexico. Nevertheless, the major
problems of frontier defense were those created by the wide-ranging raids of Apache tribes driven southward by the Comanche
and other Plains Indians. The Apache menace, more than any
other single factor, influenced presidio organization and defensive
policies in northern New Spain in the eighteenth century.

By 1725 a line of frontier presidios extended in an irregular arc
across two thousand miles from Sonora to Eastern Texas. These
frontier outposts numbered sixteen, with a total force of only 806
officers and men. Standing like a lonely sentinel on the very edge
of the Spanish empire in America, some six hundred leagues north
of Mexico City, was the garrison of Santa Fe.
The size of each garrison varied from twenty-five to one hundred-the average was about fifty-with the governors of New
Mexico, Sinaloa, Coahuila, and Texas serving as captains of those

10
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at their provincial capitals. The governors received no additional
salary for performing this duty. The other presidios were commanded by captains who exercised almost absolute authority over
their men and the areas in which their posts were located. The
usual salaries were six hundred pesos a year for captains, and
four hundred fifty pesos for subordinate officers and enlisted
men. In some posts, however, the salary was as low as three
hundred pesos. The total amount paid by the government in
salaries for these troops was 366,833 pesos annually.9

In relation to the vast expanse of the northern borderlands,
there were never enough troops available to provide adequate defense for all the towns, missions, and friendly Indian pueblos.
With only sixteen presidios in 1725 to guard two thousand miles
of frontier, it is no wonder that there were frequent requests by
missionaries, settlers, merchants, presidial troops, and Christian
Indians to the viceregal authorities for additional garrisons.
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Missionaries, especially in New Mexico, frequently petitioned
for more soldiers to protect the missions, to help punish intractable
Indians, and to provide escort service between the various missions. 10 Settlers begged for presidios and soldiers to protect their
homes, families, ranches, and farms from the depredations of
marauding Indians. Very often, able-bodied settlers were drafted
for campaign service when there were not enough presidial soldiers, a chronic cause for complaint. So the civilian population
repeatedly asked for additional troops in order to lessen the demands for their services on extended campaigns, during which
they were forced to leave their famis, ranches, and families untended and unprotected. Sometimes, when they returned from
military service, they found their homes destroyed and their wives
and children murdered. Merchants needed presidial soldiers to
act as escorts for their caravans when they travelled through hostile territory, a situation which invited attack. On occasion presidial captains exploited this danger to extort large sums of money in
exchange for the necessary military protection. l l The soldiers stationed at frontier presidios also hoped for reinforcements and the
founding of' additional garrisons to lessen their burdens and
responsibilities.
Even the non-Christian Indians learned to appreciate certain
advantages of having a presidio in their vicinity. It offered them
an opportunity to secure horses by raiding the presidial herd, to
say nothing of procuring such military supplies as guns and ammunition, as well as knives and other hardware, by illegal trade
with individual soldiers. The traffic Hourished in spite of strict
prohibitions and severe penalties. 12 That the soldiers would trade
their weapons and other equipment to the very people who might
use these against them in battle is a sad commentary on military
discipline; and the barter of arms for food and clothing reveals the
shortcomings of the methods of presidial supply which compelled
the soldiers to resort to such exchanges. The' common soldiers,
unmercifully squeezed by the governors and their officers, were
almost forced to resort to such illegal exchanges to feed and clothe
their families.

12
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Certain Indians also sought the aid of the presidio when attacked by other tribes. They had learned that the Spaniards would .
protect them from their enemies if they asked for baptism. Their
ardor for conversion generally disappeared as soon as the danger
which had compelled them to seek protection was eliminated. 13
Indeed, it· appears that virtually everyone on the frontier considered the erection of presidios a panacea. In 1726, one astute observer stated that if "every proposal for the foundation of presidios
were acceded to, the treasury of Midas would not suffice." He
suggested that "for colonial purposes the faith was sufficiently
spread out," and that provincial authorities, instead of proposing
the erection of new presidios, should devote more attention to
converting and consolidating Indian settlements within the areas
already protected by such garrison outposts. 14
The problems of administering the frontier presidios were many
and varied. The lack of sufficient trained and experienced officers
was a constant weakness in the entire system. A few officers and
presidio commanders, such as Urdaide in Sinaloa, Urdinola in
Nueva Vizcaya, Cruzate who served in both New Mexico and
Sonora, and the two Anzas, father and son, in Pimeria, did achieve
considerable distinction. But men of this calibre were rare.
The most difficult and persistent prqblems related to methods
of presidio supply. In the beginning, the normal rate of salary for
enlisted personnel was three hundred pesos annually. With this
modest stipend the soldiers had to keep themselves and their families, as well as the arms and three horses required by the regulations. They were at liberty, however, to purchase needed supplies
and equipment wherever they could find the most favorable prices.
This method of supply was advocated by promoters of a new district or town where a presidio was located because of the benefit
to local trade and economy.15 In the first quarter of the seventeenthcentury new methods of supply were developed. Paymasters collected the salaries of presidio soldiers in Mexico City,
purchased goods there, and conducted supply caravans to frontier
garrisons, where they paid the troops half in cash and half in pro-
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visions. 16 Unscrupulous officials took the opportunity to defraud
the soldiers of their meager pay by charging excessive prices.
Although salaries paid to presidio soldiers in the eighteenth
century were substantially increased, the troops derived little, if
any, benefit. In this later period it was customary for a provincial
governor to provision the soldiers of the presidio at the town where
he had his official residence. The governors and captains maintained merchant-suppliers (aviadores) in Mexico who held power
of attorney to collect the annual salaries of the soldiers and purchased goods and equipment needed for the people at the frontier
outposts, where the governors or garrison captains distributed
them to the troops.17 The annual salary for each soldier was entered in the presidio accounts once a year.. When a shipment arrived, the individual soldier presented himself befo~e the govenior
or captain and requested the items he needed to maintain himself
and his family. The charges were entered in the presidio account
book and deducted from the soldier's salary credit.
This method of presidio supply resulted in flagrant abuse and
fraud. The soldiers no longer received any cash stipends but were
paid only in goods, for which the governors or garrison captains,
in collusion with the aviadores in Mexico, were able to charge
excessive prices. Because of the inflated costs, the individual soldier very s~on overspent his annual salary credit and incurred
debts which were entered in the presidio accounts as the first
charge against his salary for the succeeding year. Thus he became
hopelessly encumbered with financial obligations to his governor
or presidio captain, and found himself completely at their mercy.
Another evil was the practice of deducting from the soldiers'
annual salaries charges called quites, premios, and sometimes
gastos (expenses). These special expenses, incurred in Mexico
City by the aviadores and their agents, included perquisites or tips
(regaUas) paid to treasury officials to facilitate the release of
funds; and fees incidental to legal transactions relating to the
presidial supply service. In 1724 Viceroy Casafuerte cited the case
of a presidio of fifty soldiers for which quites amounted to 16.8
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per cent of the total annual salaries of the garrison. 18 Such charges,
added to the high prices for supplies distributed to the troops, further aggravated the unhappy position of the presidials.
In the early decades of the eighteenth century there were also
chronic shortages of essential equipment, especially guns and ammunition. Horses and clothing were also difficult to procure. Such
conditions lowered the morale of the troops and made it difficult to
maintain discipline. Inadequately equipped, fed, and housed, the
presidio soldier developed an attitude of insubordination, or, at
best, of sullen obedience. He was compelled, almost for self-preservation, to engage in illegal trade with Indians, giving them
hard-to-procure military equipment in exchange for food and
clothing. The reliability of such troops was highly questionable,
although the exigencies of frontier defense called for trustworthy
and loyal troops.
Throughout the eighteenth century the Crown and the governmental authorities of New Spain gave increasing attention to
finding ways to insure more effective use of the presidio garrisons
and to eliminate abuses in the administration of the military outposts on the northern frontier. With this in mind, inspections of
the presidio line were made from time to time by experienced officers of high rank. Their findings became the basis of new
reglamentos for the relocation of garrisons and for the improvement of presidio supply and discipline. The Rivera visitation of
1724-1728 is one example of this continuing preoccupation with
problems of frontier defense. Finally in 1776, a major innovation
was introduced with the creation of the Commandancy General
of the Interior Provinces, a new governmental and military agency
with a large measure of autonomy in relation to viceregal authority and jurisdiction. But this new agency failed to achieve its objectives. Many problems of frontier defense, especially those related to the marauding attacks of the Apache and other seminomadic tribes, remained unsolved at the end of the Spanish
regime.
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No FORMALLY ORGANIZED presidio garrison had been established within the territory of the Spanish province of New Mexico
before the Pueblo Revolt of 1680. This is rather surprising in
view of the isolation of the area, with a long stretch of unpacified
country between it and the other frontier settlements of northern
Mexico. The relatively easy pacification of the Pueblo area by
Juan de Onate, except for the Acoma affair of 1598-1599, and the
success of the Franciscan missionary effort during the years 16 I 01630 doubtless served to convince both viceregal and provincial
authorities that Spanish supremacy could be maintained without
the aid of the usual frontier garrison. Moreover, the cost would
have increased the drain on the royal treasury, for the Crown and
viceregal officials had found it necessary to guarantee payment of
the salary of provincial governors and, to subsidize the mission
supply service in order to maintain the province.
The defense of New Mexico depended upon a small corps of
soldier-encomenderos, normally thirty-five, who received tribute
from their encomienda Indians in lieu of salary for military service. As encomenderos these colonists were under obligation to
maintain arms and horses, to perform escort duty at outlying missions, and to serve in campaigns against Apache and Navajo
raiders on the mission pueblos. The only military official, other
than the governor and captain-general of the province, who received a salary from the royal treasury was an armorer responsible
for the repair and maintenance of essential weapons. The treasury
also made a small periodic outlay for the purchase of lead and
gunpowder. 19
In times of urgency, when it became necessary to conduct punitive expeditions against Apaches and Navajos, the encomendero
corps was supplemented by the enlistment, on a temporary basis
and without pay, of other colonists and a force of Pueblo Indian
auxiliaries. During the 1660'S and 1670'S recurrent attacks by
Apaches and Navajos threatened the security of the Hispanic
settlements and the mission villages. By the mid-1670'S this
menace had become so serious that the viceregal government, in
response to representations made by the New Mexico community,
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authorized the dispatch of fifty soldiers, most of them conscripted
convicts, with weapons, horses, and supplies, to bolster the defenses of the province. In 168o the Crown instructed the viceroy
to take whatever action he might deem necessary to insure the
safety of New Mexico, but the decision was too late in corning. In
August 168o the Pueblo Indians rose in revolt and forced the
colonists and missionary friars to withdraw to the EI Paso area. 20
In 1681 a temporary presidio was established in the EI Paso
area, pending the outcome of the expedition of 1681-1682 for
the recovery of New Mexico. In 1683 this garrison, located on the
right bank of the Rio Grande a few leagues below modem Ciudad
Juarez, Chihuahua, was reorganized and placed on a permanent
footing by Governor Cruzate. The EI Paso presidio was designed
to serve a dual purpose: to defend a strategically important frontier area of New Spain, and to serve as a base of operations for
the eventual reconquest of New Mexico. Ten years later, in 1693,
Don Diego de Vargas, the Reconqueror, founded a second New
Mexico presidio at Santa Fe, officially christened "EI Real Presidio
de Nuestra Senora de los Remedios y la Exaltaci6n de la Santa
Cruz de Santa Fe." The EI Paso presidio had fifty soldiers with a
captain in command, the Santa Fe garrison a hundred Spanish
troops including officers and non-commissioned officers. By virtue
of his military title of captain-general, the provincial governor of
.New Mexico served as the supreme military commander of both
garrisons. 21
The salaries of the soldiers changed rather frequently during
the decades after the first enlistments in 1681. In that year the
recruits for the EI Paso presidio received annual stipends of 350
pesos. 22 Documents for the years 1687-1690 show a reduction to
315 pesos. 23 In 1693, when Vargas established the Santa Fe
presidio, the annual salary of enlisted personnel was set at 450
pesos, but sometime between 1697 and 17°4 it was reduced to
400 pesos. 24 In 17°7 the stipend was raised to 431 pesos and between 1715 and 1726 it again went up to 450 pesos. 25 In 1726
Visitador Pedro de Rivera ordered a reduction to 400 pesos an-
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nually.26 These ups and downs could not have been conducive to
an effective esprit de corps.
The New Mexico presidios were important links in the chain
of frontier military -outposts in _northern -New Spain, and played
their part in the planning of defense on the northern frontier as a
whole. In the military history of New Mexico, however, they
represented a notable departure from older nomis and precedents.
Reliance upon a small corps of soldier-encomenderos had, to be
sure, proved unsatisfactory during the years immediately preceding the Pueblo Revolt. In any case, since the encomienda system
was not restored in New Mexico after the reconquest and- was
brought to an end by general legislation of the decade 1710-1720,
another solution had to be -found. The older soldier-encomendero
group, some of whom did not return to New Mexico, were replaced by garrisons paid for by the royal treasury, and more immediately subject to the provincial governors and garrison
commanders responsible for administering the presidio supply. As
a result, the soldiers were more dependent upon- the local authorities than the soldier-encomendero of the seventeenth century had
been. Although discipline and efficiency could have improved
under the new system, much depended upon the experience,
qualities of leadership, and personal ambitions of the governors
and commanding officers who now exerted a preponderant influence in local affairs.
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THE PUZZLING PRESIDIO

SAN PHELIPE DE GUEVAVI, ALIAS TERRENATE
JOHN L. KESSELL

HE

BENT OVER HIS MAP and far up in the right-hand comer, almost beyond the Spanish realm of knowledge, the Jesuit map
maker printed clearly the names of two still heathen villages: one
was "Guebavi" and the other "Ternate."l Even in 1692 they were
quite distinct; perhaps fifteen or twenty leagues 2-forty or fifty
miles-apart, and on different rivers. Yet, half a century later, when
Pimeria Alta was far better known, the names of both, Guevavi
and T errenate, were seemingly bestowed at the same time upon
a single presidio. If the missionaries at Guevavi and the soldiers
who garrisoned the new presidio were not confused by this nominal
ambiguity, their superiors certainly were. And historians, removed
. not only by leagues but by years as well, have fared no better. Just
where was the puzzling presidio-especially during its initial decade, 1742 to 1752-at Guevavi, or Terrenate, at both, or somewhere else?
Guevavi, on the Santa Cruz River in Arizona less than ten
miles northeast of Nogales, was a Piman Indian village introduced
to Christianity in 1691 by no less a pair than the famed Jesuit
Fathers Kino and Salvatierra. On what became a main route to
and from discovery its inhabitants were treated to the spectacle of
expeditions coming and going, and for a short while in 170 I they
even had a resident Padre of their own. Though Guevavi's missionary potential was fully recognized, not until the year 1732
did conditions permit another Black Robe to come and to live with
the people of the village. Then, and for the next thirty-five years,
Guevavi, bearing alternately the names of all three principal
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archangels, was one of the six or eight precarious Jesuit missions of
Pimeria Alta.
Terrenate, on the San Pedro River in Sonora some forty miles
east of Nogales and just south of the Border, became in the Spanish
design a stock ranch. Of Apache raiding in the early 1690'S, Don
Juan Mateo Manje recalled: "Already these enemies had devastated and consumed the ranches (estancias) of T errenate, Batepito,
Janos, and San Bernardino, where there had been more than one
hundred thousand head of cattle and horses."3 To the surrounding
mountains and plains and to the river that drained them through
the valley of the Sobafpuris to the north, Terrenate gave its name.
It lay at the valley's gateway not far from where the road from the
presidio of Fronteras crossed the river. It was strategically important.
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THE CREATION of a new presidio for Pimeria Alta was a thirty-five
year old brain child before it grew into being. As early as 1706
Manje had suggested it to the viceroy in a report which for other
reasons brought the wrath of the Jesuits down upon his head. 4 He
felt that "it would be advisable to erect another presidio of forty
or more soldiers for the defense of this frontier . . . in the place'
most appropriate," without which, he emphasized, all Sonora faced
certain ruin. 5 The viceroy may well have been impressed, but he
failed to act upon the request and Manje turned. his energies toward his own defense. Fronteras on its eastern fringe remained
Pimeria Alta's lone presidial check against the gathering fury of
the Apache.
.
During the early years of the eighteenth century sporadic
military inspections were made in and about Pimeria Alta. Captain Antonio Bezerra Nieto, commandant of the presidio of Janos
east of Fronteras, did not, however, see the need for a new presidio.
He urged instead, Jesuit expansion north toward the Hopi country~6 In 1718 Bezerra did prod the casual captain of Fronteras, Don
Gregorio Alvarez Tunon y Quiros, into making regular patrols
against the Apache, although this officer was accused of doing
everything but fighting Indians. 7 By the mid-1720'S the Jesuits.
themselves had begun in earnest a long and unsuccessful bid for a
settlement and a presidio of one hundred men-double the usual
strength-on the distant Gila. s Manje meanwhile bided his time.
On a remarkable general inspection of New Spain's entire
northern frontier, lasting from 1724 to 1728, Don Pedro de Rivera
aimed at reform and economy, at getting the most out of the existing system, for the king's men and monies were short. 9 November
1726 found Don Pedro shaping up the garrison at Fronteras. Although no new presidio was forthcoming, Pimerfa Alta did profit.
Tunon y Quiros got the sack, and capable Juan Bautista de
Anza, the elder, replaced him. Presidial administration was regularized and scheduled patrols were ordered to subdue enemies and
cultivate friends. 1o During his extended tour Rivera also observed
the missionary at work, and even while the military frontier in
Pimeria Alta stood still, the inspector's high praise of the Jesuits
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gave new impetus to missionary expansion. To Guevavi, to Bac,
and to Soamca-mission fields fallow for thirty years-Captain
Anza escorted three tyro missionaries in the spring of 1732. All
too soon their inconstant charges the Pimas would demonstrate
the need for continued military surveillance, but that did not
automatically mean a presidio at the mission of Guevavi.
Soon another opportunitycame to Manje, now dean of Sonora's
veterans. Don Manuel Bernal de Huidobro had become governor
of a newly created political entity called Sinaloa, or Nueva Andaluda, which included Sonora and Pimerla Alta. Obeying his
viceroy's wishes, Huidobro set out to inspect the new province.
Here was a chance for the citizens of a harassed frontier to present
their case directly to the governor. As their spokesman they chose
Manje, and on July 8, 1735, he signed his representaci6n in their
behalf to Governor H uidobro. In part it read:
I am obliged to repeat for Your Lordship (even though it may seem
incidental) several clauses from a declaration which was requested
of me and which I dedicated in 1706 to the Most Excellent Senor
Duque de Alburquerque, viceroy of Mexico, along with a book
describing discoveries of the Pima tribe and the adjacent heathendoms to the northwest of this province. While His Excellency
granted other things, he denied the founding of a new presidio of
forty soldiers for this advanced frontier, to be situated at the ranch
and landmark (herma) commonly caIled Terrenate, thirty leagues
distant to the west of the presidio of Santa Rosa de Corodequachi
[alias Fronteras] ... .u

Closely following his earlier report, Manje told of the advantages Sinaloa could expect if the new presidio were erected and the
disasters the province faced if it were not. Governor Huidobro
was impressed. But before he sent Manje's recommendation to the
viceroy, he submitted it, as standard procedure dictated, to the
criticism of other knowledgeable and experienced men of frontier
affairs. Don Augustin de Vildosola, Don Gabriel Prudhom Heyder
Butron y Muxica, and Don Juan Bautista de Anza read it and
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commented. 12 Fathers Canas, Toral, and Echagoyan added their
opinions. 13 All agreed: Manje's proposal was sound. The new
presidio had gained strong backing. It was to be located at T errenate. So far no one had suggested a presidio at Guevavi.
Once again the Manje plan was sidetracked. Violent events in
other quarters overshadowed the need for a presidio at T errenate.
Major revolts of the natives in Baja California and of the mainland Mayo and Yaqui kept Huidobro defensively engaged. In
their suppression the governor's fortune began to fall and that
of sargento mayor Vild6sola began to rise. When next a proposal
for a new presidio came from Sinaloa, it would be Vild6sola's and
it would get action.

IN HIS CAPITAL the Duque de la Conquista, recently arrived viceroy of New Spain, had called for high-level talks. The new interim
governor of Sinaloa, Don AugustIn de Vild6sola, in a report of
March 17, 1741, had suggested that an all-purpose one hundred
man presidio be erected· at a place called Pitic, today Hermosillo.
(He had mentioned neither Guevavi nor Terrenate.)14 On April
12, 174 I, a preliminary junta de guerra was convened. Present in
addition to the king's ministers were "other intelligent and experienced persons having intuitive knowledge of that province."15
The former frontier promoter and ex-alcalde mayor of Sonora,
Captain Prudhom, was there, and it .may have been he who
brought Guevavi and Terrenate into the discussions. On April 27
a full-fledged junta de guerra y hacienda agreed unanimously
upon a course of action. 16 And on June 12, Viceroy Pedro de Castro
Figueroa y Salazar, Duque de la Conquista, Marques de Gracia
Real, etc., decreed it.
For the peace and prosperity of the entire province of Sinaloa
two new presidios were to be founded and two existing presidios
relocated. As Vild6sola had suggested, a new presidio was designated for Pitic among the troublesome Serio Its strength was
set at fifty men, not the one hundred requested, and it was to be
known, in honor of the viceroy, as San Pedro de la Conquista.
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The already established garrison of Sinaloa was to be moved to
Buenavista, there to watch over the Yaqui and Mayo. Its new
name, San Bernardo de Gracia Real, also reflected one of the
viceroy's titles. Turning next to the Apache frontier in the north,
the Duque de la Conquista decreed:
That between the missions of Guevavi and Santa Marfa· Soamca,
at the place on the river [presumably the Santa Cruz] which the
governor may deem most appropriate on the advice of knowledgeable and experienced persons, the other. of the new presidios be
placed with a like number of fifty men including officers. From
this place ready communication must be possible with the previously
mentioned presidio of Pitic. The new garrison will contain the
numerous tribes of Upper Pimas, Sobaipuris, Papagos, and Cocomaricopas, and in the event of an emergency it will, like the other
presidios, protect the interior of the province (centruara la Provincia).
Above all, it will be able to defend the province from the frequent
attacks of the Apaches and from their extortions and hostilities.
The new presidio will join for this purpose in action and communication with the presidio at Terrenate, to which point the existing
presidio of Santa Rosa de Corodeguachi [alias Fronteras] shall be
transferred with the fifty men of its garrison including the officers
of the company. This place is the most appropriate for its cooperation with the presidio of Guevavi by means of forays to impede the
invasion of the Apaches on that front and to communicate on the
other with the presidio of Janos . . .
The presidio to be erected in the place known as Guevavi shall be
called San Phelipe, and the presidio of Corodeguachi, which is to be
transferred with its Captain Don Francisco Antonio Bustamante y
Tagle to the place named Terrenate, shall be entitled in the future
San Fernando. As captain of the new presidio of San Phelipe,. which
is to be situated at Guevavi with fifty men including lieutenant, ensign, and sergeant at Royal expense, henceforth Captain Don Joseph
G6mez [de Silva] is assigned in appreciation of his great merit and
the extensive services he has performed for His Majesty in that
•
proVInce
. . .11

He could not have been more explicit. A new presidio, named
in honor of the king of Spain, was to be founded between the
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missions of Guevavi and Soamca, presumably taking Guevavi as
its place name. The presidio of Fronteras, relocated and renamed
for the heir apparent, was to begin operations at Terrenate. Both
Guevavi and Terrenate figured now in the viceregal plan, each as
a separate place, each with its presidio. But the viceroy did not
stop there. His decree continued: "And if . . . the governor believes that some variation is necessary as to the sites where the
presidios are to be positioned, not only with regard to suitability
of places but for maximum success in guarding the province and
for greatest ease of cooperation between the garrisons, I leave to
him the means and concede to him the authority to alter the arrangement . . . ." And alter it the governor most certainly did.
To augment the presidial garrisons, the viceroy went on, settlers
were to be congregated "voluntarily or by persuasion" nearby. As
an inducement they were to be given land. Construction of soldiers' quarters and fortifications was to begin immediately, and
the two new garrisons were to be promptly and properly eqUipped.
For these purposes funds would be made available. In conclusion,
the viceroy cautioned the governor to be diligent in keeping down
costs to the royal treasury, but not, he added wisely, at the expense
of settlers or Indians. Then, to all that he had decreed, the viceroy
put his name and rubric and turned his attention to other pressing
matters at hand. On paper, on June 12, 1741, he had created a
presidio of San Phelipe de Guevavi; he had moved another to Terrenate and called it San Fernando: the next move was Vild6sola's.

the packet of official mail containing the viceroy's decree of June 12,1741, Vild6sola fomid enclosed a transmittal letter of the same date. From it, and from the decree itself, the
governor learned of the freedom he was to be allowed in implementing the decree. So that the king be best served and current
conditions on the frontier best met, wrote the viceroy, you need
not follow the provisions of the decree to the letter, but "you will
reach agreement with the captains and other officers together with
experienced persons to serve as a basis for the changes . . . and,

WHEN HE OPENED
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as soon as it is practical in your opinion, you will prepare documentation with which at your own time you will report to me, not
failing to mention what was done to arrange the best and most
fitting course of action." IS
Though the documentation must still lie bundled together on a
dusty shelf somewhere, it is safe to suppose that Vild6sola submitted copies of the viceroy's decree and related documents to men
of provincial affairs, both military and church. 1I) To what degree
he was guided by their counsel is not so safe a supposition. But no
matter, he did alter the viceregal plan. First, the governor decided
against the transfer of his two existing presidios: the garrisons of
Sinaloa and Fronteras would remain where they were. Choosing
location~ for two new presidios was far more important business.
One of them he would place at Pitic in accordance with the Viceroy's decree: he, after all, had suggested that site himself. The
place for the other new presidio he would change; and it would
become, in the minds of others, the puzzling presidio of Guevavi,
alias T errenate. What he had decided upon, Vild6sola outlined in
his dispatch of October 8, 1741, to Mexico City.20 Two months
later his decisions were warmly approved.21
For maximum protection of Pimeria Alta the governor had
exercised fully the freedom granted him by the viceroy. Rather
than place the new northern presidio at or near the mission of
Guevavi and move the garrison of Fronteras to Terrenate, he chose
instead to build the new presidio at Terrenate and leave that of
Fronteras where it had proven at least somewhat effective. This
was just what Manje had advocated six years earlier. Not only had
Vild6sola endorsed Manje's recommendation at that time, but he
had since stationed a temporary detachment of troops at T erre~ate. 22
Thus, three factors favored the T errenate location-its obvious
strategic importance at the head of the San Pedro River Valley,
its strong backing, and the precedent of troops already there. A
new presidio to check the increasing incursions of the Apaches
was a natural for T errenate, not for the mission of Guevavi.
It was a too-inclusive name for the proposed presidio that caused
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much of the later confusion. Since the viceroy had authorized a
presidio named San Phelipe de Guevavi, and since funds had been
allocated for construction and maintenance of a presidio named
San Phelipe de Guevavi, it seemed wise for administrative purposes to retain that name, even though the location was changed
by more than forty miles. A deferential nod to the Duque de la
Conquista, Marques de Gracia Real, also seemed. sensible at the
time. Since the Sinaloa garrison was not to be relocated and rechristened San Bernardo de Gracia Real, the words Gracia Real
were transferred to the new T errenate presidio. The full name of
the latter then became San Phelipe de Gracia Real de Guevavi,
reRecting at once king, viceroy, and a site it might have occupied
but never did. "Alias Terrenate," indicative of the presidio's actual
location, was an afterthought.

BEFORE RETURNING to the frontier to join Captain Gomez de Silva
and his men as they set about founding a presidio at T errenate, it
is both revealing and disconcerting to watch the confusion develop
in Mexico· City. In the case of the puzzling presidio, what was
decreed and what was reported accomplished bore little resemblance to what actually went on five or six hundred leagues away.
To add to the muddle, no fewer than six different names were applied to the new northern presidio in its first six years. No sooner
was it created than it fell prey to proposals from every quarter:
abolish it, decreed a new viceroy; retain it, countered the governor;
move it west toward the Gulf of California; move it, but somewhere else. And then, of course, there was the misleading association with a mission called Guevavi which alone had borne that
name until 1741. No wonder higher officials lost track and historians erred.
Hardly had the viceroy's proclamation been acted upon when
this misleading account appeared. Its author, concerned only with
the two new presidios, disposed of the first and moved on to the
second:
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Another presidio, bearing the title San Bernardo Gracia Real, was
ordered placed between the new missions of Guevavi (Guevac) and
Santa Marfa Soamca which are the most northerly of Sonora.23 For
these two presidios, in a junta de guerra which the viceroy Duque
de la Conquista called (while he was in the port of Veracruz preparing to resist the Englishman who was attempting to invade it),24
5'1,000 pesos were appropriated, 10,000 to begin the forti6c~tions of
these presidios and the remainder for advance payment of the soldiers. All this is gathered from a letter of the said governor [Vild6sola], written to the viceroy and dated October 8 of this year 1741.25

The reader could hardly be blamed who envisioned faraway in
the north between two Indian missions called Guevac and Soamca
a new royal presidio named San Bernardo. After all, the statement
was documented. Following innocently many years later, the renownedhistorian Bancroft bestowed the name San Bernardo
Gracia Real upon Terrenate. 26 The puzzle was begun.
An anonymous report, probably by a Jesuit who knew what he
was writing about, found its way to Mexico City and was dubbed
"Noticias de la Pimeria del ano de 1740."27 Its author claimed for
the mission village of Guevavi a substantial two hundred families,
but not one presidio. To the east of the mission of Soamca, however, at a distance of five leagues, or about twelve miles, was "the
new presidio named San Felipe Grazia Real, also called by another
name Terrenate." The variety of place names and patrons was
growing. Was the presidio between Guevavi and Soamca or five
leagues east of the latter at Terrenate? Was its patron San Bernardo or San Phelipe? Perhaps two patrons were better than one.
The viceroy Duque de la Conquista died ten weeks after authorizing the new presidios. Vild6sola's letter of October 8, 1741, telling of his compliance with the June 12 decree, arrived too late.
The president of the Audiencia, as interim chief of state, thanked
the governor in the behalf of God and king for pacifying the
province and for taking steps to place the new presidios, which he
wisely refrained from naming. 28 The next viceroy, Pedro Cebrian
y Agustin, Conde de Fuenclara, was intent upon thrift. Among
the many matters brought to his attention and scrutinized with
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economy in mind was a report that recently "two new presidios
were constructed, one at the place called Guevavi, named San
Phelipe, and the other at that called Pitic, entitled San Pedro de
la Conquista."29 The annual cost of each was 20,665 pesos, much
too much in the opinion of a viceroy who sat in judgment fifteen
hundred miles from Apache arrows and Seri spears.
The Conde de Fuenclara's decree to Governor Vild6sola began:
"In order to relieve in every way possible the Royal Treasury from
the straits to which the present war has reduced it, I have resolved
the extinction and dismissal of the two presidios which the Duque
de la Conquista erected in the jurisdiction of that government
[Sinaloa] . . ."so Just like that! Vild6sola was beside himself: he
would suspend the order until the viceroy came to his senses.
Surely some evil person had got the viceroy's ear. Abolishing the
presidios was tantamount to abolishing the province. If it was
not the impassioned plea of the governor S1 that changed the viceroy's mind, it was a royal cedula of November 13, 1744.
The king now favored expansion. Baja California and Pimeria
Alta must be secured and the frontier advanced to the Gila and
the Colorado and beyond. Perhaps, reasoned the king, "for maximum security the garrison of Pitic could be transferred to T errenate and that of the latter place to the missions of the Upper
Pimas. . . ." 32 Here was expansion without added expense. Such
royal reasoning prompted a response from the Jesuit Provincial of
New Spain. Father Crist6bal Escobar y Llamas proposed that "the
presidio of San Matheo de T errenate, which has no determined
place," be moved closer to the mission of Soamca and that detachments be stationed at the missions of Guevavi and Bac.S3 The viceroy in the meantime had sent a dispatch to the captain of "the
presidio of San Phelipe Gracia Real, Terrenate or Guevavi," asking about the possibilities of moving the presidio westward.S4
Where the puzzling presidio was and where it was· going two
kings failed to clarify when each named a new captain for it. On
June 15, 1746, Philip V commissioned Don Pedro Vicente de
TagleBustamante captain of "the presidio of San Pedro de Gracia
Real, or Guevavi," S5 apparently here combining the names of both
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new presidios in one. On July 2, 1747, Ferdinand VI, because
Tagle Bustamante had died, proclaimed Don Santiago Ruiz de Ael
captain of "the presidio of San Phelipe de Jesus de Guevavi."36
Wherever it was and whatever they chose to call it, at least it was
being supplied with captains.
Other contemporary published accounts are understandably
misguided. The author of a semi-official description of New Spain,
entitled Theatro Americana,. devoted a chapter to "the presidio of
San Phelipe de Jesus de Guevavi."37 He gave a latitude and
longitude fix on the presidio,38 and stated that it was in a gully five
hundred and sixty leagues northwest of Mexico City and four
leagues east of Mission Santa Marfa Soamca. Though several
pages later he doubled the distance to Soamca, consistently he
called the presidio San Phelipe de Jesus de Guevavi. 39 A Jesuit history, which appeared a decade later, read: "The mobile presidio of
Terrenatewas fixed at San Phelipe de Jesus Guevavi, or so it seems
from Theatro Americana which treated it under this name. One
may suppose that it was already erected,there by 1748 in which
year that work was published in Mexico. Guevavi is located among
the Sobalpuris on a plain . . . a few leagues from the mission of
Soamca where Father Escobar [y Llamas] proposed that it might be
established."40 On the map to accompany the latter account the
presidio of "San Felipe de JHS" was spotted northwest of Soamca
and either at or near the mission of Guevavi. 41
.The Marques de Altamira may have tacitly admitted that he did
not know where the puzzling presidio was when he called it in
1747 "the presidio of Guevavi, alias Terrenate."42 Even among
, officials who did know, or who should have known, this ambiguous title caught on and was used for nearly thirty years. San
Phelipe remained the presidio's most frequent patron, though he
was sometimes San Phelipe de Gracia Real and sometimes San
Phelipe de Jesus. Most often the presidio was called simply T errenate.Bancroft made another valiant effort to solve the puzzle,
but again he missed the mark when he wrote: "In 1741 the presidio
of Terrenate was founded, but the site was changed more than
once,and for a time before 1750 the garrison was apparently sta-

The Presidio at Terrenate, December 1766. Courtesy British Museum. (Note compass rose; the bottom of the map is north.)
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tioned at or near Guevavi."43 After a closer look at the frontier he
might have revised his statement to read: "In 1741 the presidio of
Terrenate was authorized, but it was not founded until the following year. For more than three decades it occupied the same site.· In
spite of its association with the name Guevavi, at no time was the
garrison stationed at or near that mission."

CAPTAIN Joseph Gomez de Silva's commission as first commandant
of the new garrison of San Phelipe was effective on the date of the
presidio's authorization, June 12, I74I.When his company of fifty
men was activated is not certain, though both January I and June
I, 1742, have claims. The Marques de Rubf, reviewing the T errenate garrison in 1766, recorded the declaration of one Tadeo
Figueroa "soldier and corporal in the said garrison since the first.
of January, seventeen forty-two." 44 Yet, when compiling the results
of his inspection, Rubf reported "that although the date of the· .
formation of this company is not evident from a single document,
it seems from lists and from the reports of the oldest soldiers to
have been created on June I, 1742." 45
The formal founding of a presidio at T errenate may also have.
taken place on June I, 1742. In a defamatory letter written June.
13 to Captain Bustamante of Fronteras, Governor Vildosola·
chided: "It is probably evident to you that Captain Don Joseph
Gomez de Silva is now in the area of his command working with
the new company. You will thus be free of this care [maintaining
twenty-five troops at Terrenate] and that presidio [Fronteras] will
find itself with seventy-five men." With only fifty men, Vildosola
continued, Bustamante's predecessors had been far more successful
than he at containing the rampaging Apache. 46 Whatever the
reaction of Bustamante, Captain Gomez de Silva and his men
were in the area of Terrenate bi June of 1742 and they had a
presidio to found. For the recruits there were adobes to make,
timbers to cut, and corrals to build. On September 26 a wedding
celebration provided an excuse for respite. Father Ignacio Xavier
Keller, tall, fair, blue-eyed Moravian Jesuit from the neighboring

.A.
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mission of Soamca, performed the ceremony.47 One of the two
prescribed witnesses was none other than the post commander himself. Life and duty at the presidio of San Phelipe had begun.
As the nearest priest, the missionary at Soamca became interim
chaplain to the new garrison. 48 Until a permanent chaplain could
be induced to brave the uncertainties of the frontier, it was he who
baptized their children, married their lovers, and buried their
dead. 49 These services he recorded in the books of his mission.
From mid-1742 the Spanish names he entered increased as Terrenate grew. Captain G6mez de Silva was joined by members of
his family. Don Pedro G6mez de Silva, presumably a son, and
Lorenza de la Pena, perhaps a daughter-in-law, were frequent
godparents to the presidio's newborn. On November 4, 1743,
Padre Keller baptized an addition to theG6mez clan, a granddaughter of the captain it would seem, born to Don Manuel Joseph
de Sosa and Dona Maria Nicolasa G6mez de Silva. A muster roll
of the new company could almost be compiled from the entries in
the Soamca baptismal register-Lieutenant Francisco Xavier de
Escalante, Sergeant Joseph Bejarano, Corporal Juan Manuel de
Escalante. During the initial years, soldier and settler relied for
their spiritual needs on the strong-willed Father Keller.
That the garrison of San Phelipe was never stationed at or near
the mission of Guevavi can be convincingly demonstrated by comparing the Guevavi and Soamca books of baptisms, marriages, and
burials for the ten years 1742 to 1752. 50 The comparison need not
be carried further because it is obvious from the voluminous testimony poured forth during and after the Piman revolt of 175 I-I 752
that no presidio was then in the vicinity of Guevavi. Nor, for that
matter, did anyone even hint that there ever had been one. Furthermore, by 1753 an additional presidio had been founded at
Tubac, only seven leagues north of Guevavi, much too close if
indeed there had been a Guevavi garrison.
Father Keller's counterparts at the mission of Guevavi were
Fathers Jose de Torres Perea, from 1741 to 1744, and Jose Garrucho, from 1745 to 1751. They were responsible for the Spanish
settlers within Guevavi's jurisdiction, particularly those of the San
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Luis Valley extending south from the mission and bending with
the river eastward toward Soamca. At no time during the 1740'S
did Fathers Torres Perea or Garrucho regularly minister to the
new garrison of San Phelipe. Soldiers from the presidio whose
duty it was to patrol Guevavi and escort its Padres on their rounds
did indeed appear as witnesses or godparents in the Guevavi
books.ri1 And when once, on May 22, 1745, Father Garrucho for
some unexplained reason baptized the child of a couple he labeled
"residents at the presidio of San Phelipe," it was plainly an exception worth noting. Late in 1753 Father Francisco Pauer, Garrucho's successor at Guevavi, became interim chaplain of the newly founded presidio of Tubac. From that time on, but not before,
Guevavi's Padres were responsible for a nearby garrison and
Guevavi's books began to swell with the names of soldiers.
On the estancia of T errenate there stood, some five leagues east
of Soamca, a distinctive little mountain of light-colored rock. It
commanded a sweeping view of the surrounding hills and plains.
In its shadow was a smallish canyon through which coursed the
headwaters of the RIO de Terrenate or San Pedro. Nearby was sufficient pasture, and with some effort firewood could be scouted.
Locally, this place was called San Mateo. If not an ideal place for
a royal presidio, it was at least a suitable one. Father Keller, who
knew the country well, first hinted that this was the site on which
the captain and his men had built. On October I, 1743, at what
he called "the presidio of San Mateo," the Padre from Soamca
baptized a baby boy for whom Captain Gomez de Silva and
Lorenza de la Pena were godparents. It was no doubt from Keller
that Father Provincial Escobar y Llamas got the name San
Mateo de T errenate, by rights the most accurate of all the names
applied to the puzzling presidio. Governor Vildosola confirmed the
garrison's location on May 26, 1746, when he described it to the
viceroy: "Five leagues distant from Soamca to the east, in the
place named San Mateo, is situated the presidio of San Phelipe de
Guevavi, containing principally the Apache tribe."52 So that the
door remain shut to that enemy, Vildosola urged the viceroy not to
move the presidio from San Mateo; and it was not moved.
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When he submitted his lengthy report of May 26, 1746, Vild6sola may have innocently added another name to T errenate's
growing list. He simply proposed that a presidio be erected at the
Baja. California port of San Phelipe de Jesus. But that was enough.
It was an easy transition from San Phelipe de Gracia Real to San
Phelipe de Jesus, at least among the uninformed. Those officers
who actually served at Terrenate during its first decade, however,
seemed to respect the presidio's correct formal name, though they
frequently dropped the Gracia Real. On May 8, 1744, to evade an
annoying summons, Captain G6mez de Silva pleaded illness "at
the royal presidio of San Phelipe de Guevavi, Pimerfa Alta." 53 The
following year Lieutenant Escalante, conducting a criminal investigation at the presidio, used the same name.54 In the riotous correspondence to, from, and about the presidio during the Piman
uprising, it was often labeled "San Phelipe Gracia Real, alias Terrenate."55 Later, when the memory of the founding viceroy had
faded, the name may indeed have been changed officially to San
Phelipe de Jesus. 56 It was, regardless, as Teodoro de Croix admitted, the same presidio "known by the names of San Felipe de
Gracia Real, San Felipe de Jesus de Guevavi, and Terrenate . . .
founded in the year 1742." 57
The physical appearance of the royal presidio of San Phelipe
locatedat San Mateo de Terrenate cannot have been nearly as impressive as its string of names. It was far from a solidly constructed
fortress set astride the Apache plunder trail. It was more a place to
live in, and to leave from on campaigns. It must have looked more
temporary than permanent, causing some to refer to it as having no
fixed location. It was as one officer reported "a vagueness without
any defense."58 What buildings there were seemed characterized
only by disarray.59 At least there was a parade ground, for there
the troops were reviewed on September 20, 1751 ,as they set out
on a routinely ineffective Apache campaign. GO The presidio's appearance had hardly been improved by the year 1774 when the
Adjutant Inspector of Presidios, Captain Antonio Bonilla, described it in these words:
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The presidio of T errenate is established on a small hill of hard,
whitish rock which they call San Mateo. Its scanty population is
divided into two quarters (barrios). In the one they call the upper
quarter are situated the captain's house, which although large is
rather incommodious and in poor repair; the guard post (cuerpo de
guardia); the extremely indecent church, which is no more than the
porch of the captain's house; the presidio's parade ground; and some
scattered large huts. In the quarter which they designate as below,
because it is at the foot of the hill, are the rest of the houses or huts
without the order of streets and in the greatest disarray. . . .61

That was T errenate in 1774, a year before the oft-threatened
transfer of the garrison actually began. For more than thirty years
it had maiI?-tained an uncertain though continuous existence In one
location. It had earned a claim to permanence. A generation had
grown up in this place. Twenty soldiers reviewed by Inspector
Bonilla in 1774 gave their birthplace as Terrenate. 62 More than one
of them, sons of Terrenate's first soldiers, had been baptized by
Father Keller back in the early forties. 63 Bonilla's census of Terrenate settlers included several ex-soldiers retired from the rigors
of. regular· campaigning.64 T adeo Figueroa, already mentioned as
one of the company's original recruits in 1742, had earned his
pension by serving a lifetime in the garrison. 65 If in 1774 the royal
presidio of San Phelipe de Guevavi, alias T errenate, seemed permanent to anyone, it must have seemed so to Tadeo Figueroa. Yet
a move was imminent.
Almost from the time Captain Gomez. de Silva and his men
committed themselves to build at T errenate in 1742, their superiors
had questioned the location. Typical was the proposal of the
auditor of war, Marques de Altamira, who suggested in 1751 "that
the presidio of Terrenate could leave its incommodious terrain in
the canada of San Mateo and advance twenty leagues to the north,
establishing itself in the valley of El Quiburi."66 Back in 1698
Father Kino's ally Chief Coro had won an impressive victory over
the Apache near Quiburi, thus demonstrating the success a garrison stationed there might expect,67 While years passed and a
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variety of alternative locations were considered, the presidio remained at T errenate, though support for a move to Qufburi gathered. In 1774, following the cautious lead of the Marques de Rubf,
Captain Bonilla chose instead a site on the Arroyo de las Nutrias,
only a league and a half or two from Terrenate, and preliminary
construction may have been begun at that place. 68 One year later,
however, on a summer inspection tour, Colonel of Infantry Don
Hugo Oconor suspended the construction at Las Nutrias and
ordered the advance to Qufburi. 69 Thus, in 1775, the days of the
presidio at Terrenate were numbered.
The garrison's ill-fated transfer north to Qufburi, near present
Fairbank, Arizona, was accomplished late in 1775 or early in 1776.
Taking the name of a nearby Indian village, it then became "the
presidio of Santa Cruz, formerly of Terrenate."70 Though the old
fort began to crumble, it was not abandoned entirely. In 1 779 a
detachment of eight men still guarded "el antiguo presidio de Terrenate."71 At Qufburi the main garrison met with a bloody reception, and "because of the continuous hostilities which the presidio
suffered at the hands of the Chiricahua Apaches, and most particularly because they killed in very little time Captains Tovar and
Trespalacios with all or the greater part of the company on both
occasions, it was decided to abandon it." 72
After only five years the survivors of a bold but unsound proposal
limped back from Qufburi, bringing with them the name Santa
Cruz. Their old quarters at Terrenate were in ruins,73 so at Las
Nutrias the troops built temporary barracks "to shelter themselves
from sun and rain."74 There they stayed from 1780 until at least
the spring of 1787, too busy fighting or anticipating Apaches to
build a permanent presidio. In the latter year, 1787, Captain
Manuel de Echeagaray made a careful reconnaissance of the
abandoned mission village of Soamca. 75 It was, he reported, an
ideal site for a permanent presidio. 76 In less than a month he was
ordered to begin gathering and preparing building materials. 77
Again the garrison moved and again it took with it the name Santa
Cruz. At Soamca the presidio formerly of Terrenate, Qufburi, and
Las Nutrias, found permanence. As the presidio of Santa Cruz it
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lasted well into the Mexican period. 78 And today, as the village of
Santa Cruz south of Lochiel, it is a stop on the Ferrocarril del
Pacifico.

As FENDER of Apache blows and policeman to the Pima the royal
presidio of San Phelipe de Guevavi, alias Terrenate, existed from
1742 until 1775. It occupied the site known locally as San Mateo
de Terrenate. It was not transferred to the mission of Guevavi,
more than forty miles away, nor, before 1775, anywhere else. It
was puzzling, particularly during its first ten years, only because
at least six different names were applied to it, and because someone
was continually advocating new locations for it. While pursuing a
solution to the puzzle of the presidio's whereabouts, which like
most. puzzles in retrospect seems not very difficult, the temptation
to do more has been great. Bolton called T errenate a "place with a
border-town history that would furnish a theme for a great novel." 79
Perhaps, with the path partially cleared, he who would write that
history will be motivated. The raw material is there in abundance.
And surely the story of that many-named presidio at Terrenate, the
"vagueness without any defense" that held its ground for one
third of the eighteenth century, is a story well worth the telling.
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NOTES
1. The Jesuit cartographer was Father Adamo Gilg, mIssIOnary at
Santa Marfa del P6pulo. His illustrated map, dated February 1692, was
certainly among the earliest to include place names in Pimerfa Alta. It has
been published in Francisco Xavier Alegre, S.J., Historia de la Provincia de
la Compania de Jesus de Nueva Espana, ed. by Ernest J. Burrus, S.J., and
Felix Zubillaga, S.J. (Rome, 1956-60), vol. 4, between pp. 144-45; and
more recently in Charles C. DiPeso and Daniel S. Matson,· "The Seri
Indians in 1692 as Described by Adamo Gilg, S.J.," Arizona and the West,
vol. 7 (1965), between pp. 40-41. According to Father Pfefferkorn, Guevavi
meant "large river" and Terrenate "thornbush" in the Piman tongue.
Theodore E. Treutlein, ed., Sonora: A Description of the Province by
Ignaz Pfefferkorn (Albuquerque, 1949), pp. 237-38.
2. The league, a somewhat variable unit of measurement on the
northwestern frontier, was generally equal to about two and a half miles.
3. Luz de Tierra Inc6gnita, Segunda Parte, Cap. 2. Archivo General
de la Naci6n, Mexico (cited hereinafter as AGN), Historia, vol. 393.
4. For some of the details of Manje versus the Jesuits, see Herbert E.
Bolton, Rim of Christendom (New York, 1936), pp. 557-65.
. .
5. Conclusion de esta Obra y nota del estado presste. Espiritual, Y
temporal que tienen estas Misiones de la Prova. de Sonora y 10 mucho que
combendra el fundar Un nuebo Presidio . . . , Bacanuchi, December 3,
1706, Biblioteca Nacional, Madrid.
6. John A. Donohue, S.J., Jesuit Missions in Northwestern New
Spain, 1711-1767. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, University of California (Berkeley, 1957), p. 13.
7. Bezerra Nieto was at Mission San Ignacio on February 12, 1718,
urging the natives of Pimerfa Alta to remain steady in their faith. Archivo
de Hidalgo del Parral. A blistering inventory of the excesses and abuses
of Captain Tuii6n y Quir6s is Father Luis Xavier Velarde to Father Joseph
Marfa Genovese, Nuestra Seiiora de los Dolores, March 8, 1722. AGN,
Archivo Hist6rico de Hacienda, Temporalidades (cited hereinafter as
AHH, Temp.), leg. 278.
8. Donohue, pp. 19-20.
9. Pedro de Rivera, Diario y Derrotero de 10 Caminado, Visto y Observado en la Visita que hiso a los Presidios de la Nueva Espana Septentrional, ed. by Vito Alessio Robles (Mexico, 1946).
10. Donohue, pp. 89-91.
1 I. Representazion que hizo el Vecindario de esta Provincia a Manuel
Bernal de Huidobro Primer Governador. . . . Real de Nuestra Seiiora de
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Aranzasu y Tetuachi, July 8, 1735, Archivo General de Indias, Seville,
Audiencia de Guadalajara (cited hereinafter as AGI, Guad.), leg. 135.
12. Vild6sola, Aranzasu, July 26, 1735; Prudhom, Motepore, July 30,
1735; Anza, Ures, August 13, 1735, ibid. The pareceres of Vild6sola and
Anza are translated In Donald Rowland, "The Sonora Frontier of New
Spain, 1735-1745," New Spain and the Anglo American West (Los
Angeles, 1932), vol. I, pp. 147-64.
13. Canas, Arispe, August 23, 1735; Toral, Banamitzi, August 24,
1735; Echagoyan, Babiacora, August 26, 1735. AGI, Guad. 135.
14. Vild6sola to the viceroy, Sinaloa, March 17, 1741,' AGI, Guad.
188. This entire legajo is entitled Espediente sobre habet separado el
Virrey de Nueva Espana, a D. Agustin de Vild6sola del Govierno de
Sinaloa: anos de 1741, a 1750.
15. AGI, Guad. 135.
16. Ibid.
17. Viceroy Duque de la Conquista, Veracruz, June 12, 1741, ibid.
18. Viceroy Duque de la Conquista to Vild6sola, Veracruz, June 12,
1741, AGI, Guad. 188.
19. The procedure was much the same in 1752 when Governor Ortiz
Parrilla sought to position the presidio soon after founded at Tubac, Testimonio, Quaderno no. I I, AGI, Guad. 419.
20. Vild6sola's dispatch of October 8, 1741, is almost certainly one
item in that still missing bundle of documentation. It was alluded to by
Villavicencio and by Mota Padilla. See notes 21,25,28, infra.
21. Pedro Malo de Villavicencio to Vild6sola, Mexico, December 5,
1741, AGI, Guad. 188.
22. Vild6sola to Captain Francisco Antonio Bustamante, Buenavista,
June 13, 1742, ibid.
23. Mission San Xavier del Bac, near Tucson, was sixty miles farther
north than either Guevavi or Soamca.
24. Admiral Vernon thre':ltened Veracruz. The viceroy had hastened
to that port to supervise defense measures. Hubert Howe Bancroft, History
of Mexico (San Francisco, 1883-88), vol. 3, p. 354.
25. Historia de la Conquista de la Provincia de la Nueva-Galicia,
Escrita por el Lie. D. Matias de la Mota Padilla en 1742 (Mexico, 1870),
pp. 521-22. If only we knew what Vild6sola did write on October 8, 1741,
to the viceroy.
26. History of the North Mexican States and Texas, 1531-1800 (San
Francisco, 1886-89), vol. I, p. 528.
27. AGN, Historia, vol. 16. Printed in Documentos para la Historia
de Mexico, Tercera Serie (Mexico, 1856), pp. 837-40'
28. Villavicencio to Vild6sola, December 5, 1741, AGI, Guad. 188.
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29. Los Oficiales Reales Dan cuenta con 4 T estimonios, de averse
erigido, dos nuevos Presidios . . . , Mexico, April 28, 1744, AGI, Guad.
135·
30. Viceroy Conde de Fuenclara, Mexico, June 15, 1744, AGI, Guad.
188.
31. Vild6s01a to the viceroy, Pitic, June 24, 1744, AGN, Historia 16;
Doc. Hist. Mex., 3 ser., pp. 675-82. The date must be a copyist's error.
Vild6s01a could hardly have replied only nine days after the viceroy wrote
the order: surface mail today is not much faster.
32. Royal cedula, Buen Retiro, November 13, 1744, AGI, Guad. 188.
33. Father Escobar to the King, 1745, copy certified November 30,
1745, AGN, Reales Cedulas, vol. 67.
34. Viceroy Conde de Fuenclara to Vild6s01a, Mexico, October 8, 1745,
AGI, Guad. 188.
35. Patente de Capitan, Aranjuez, June 15, 1746, AGI, Guad. 506.
36. Patente de Capitan, Buen Retiro, July 2, 1747, ibid.
37. Jose Antonio de Villa-senor, Theatro Americano, descripci6n general de los reynos, y provincias de la Nueva Espana, y sus jurisdiceiones
(Mexico, 1746-48), vol. 2, pp. 374-77.
38. Contemporary latitudes and longitudes for the puzzling presidio
were no less varied than its locations on contemporary maps. Theatro
Americano placed it at 320 20' north latitude, 254 0 30' longitude east
from the meridian of Tenerife in the Canary Islands. Father Juan Nentuig
(Descripcion Geografica, natural, y curiosa de la Prova. de Sonora, IX,
ii, AGN, Historia, 393) made it 320 40' latitude, 2640 12' longitude. Engineer Nicolas LaFora put Terrenate at 310 35' latitude, 253 0 54' longitude. Relaci6n del viaje que hizo Ii los presidios internos . . . ed. by Vito
Alessio Robles (Mexico, 1939), p. 24.
39· Villa-senor, vol. 2, pp. 374, 394,4° 0.
40.' Miguel Venegas, S.J., Noticia de la California, y de su Conquista
Temporal, y Espiritual [ed. Andres Marcos Burriel] (Madrid, 1757), vol.
2, pp. 552-53.
~
41. This map has been republished recently in George P. Hanimond,
Noticia de California (San Francisco, 1958), p. 4.
42. Marques de Altamira to the viceroy, Mexico, October 2, 1747.
AHH, Temp. 278.
43. History of Arizona and New Mexico, r530-r888 (San Francisco,
r889), p. 362.
44. Figueroa's declaration, one of eight by soldiers of the garrison, was
dated at Terrenate, December 9, 1766. Testimo. del Quademo de declaraciones recividas a los soldados del presidio de T errenate . . . , AGI, Guad.
274·
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45. Extracto de la Revista de Ynspeccion
Presidio de Terrenate.
Marques de Rubl, Presidio de San Miguel, February 21, 1767, AGI, Guad.
51 I.
46. Vild6s01a to Bustamante, June 13, 1742, AGI, Guad. 188.
47. Mission Santa Maria Soamca, Libro de Casamientos y Entierros,
1735-1768, MS. in A. L. Pinart, Colecci6n de Pimeria Alta, Bancroft
Library, University of California, Berkeley.
48. The mission of Soamca was most frequently said to be five leagues
west of Terrenate. Father Keller had served there since 1732.
49. The first full-time Terrenate chaplain may have been Miguel de la
Vega whose name appeared in the Soamca books of baptisms on March 18,
1749, and then reappeared from time to time through the fall of I 751.
Soamca, Libro de Bautismos, 1732-1768, and Libro de Bautismos y
Casamientos de los Pueblos de Visita, 1743-1754, in Pinart. "Padre Vega"
was mentioned at Terrenate during the Piman rebellion, after which he
may have quit the garrison. Lieutenant Ysidro Sanchez de Tagle to Diego
Ortiz Parrilla, Terrenate, ca. December 17, 1751, Testimonio, Quad. 2,
AGI, Guad. 419.
50. Most of the pages from the Guevavi books covering the period
1740 to 1767 are preserved in a bound manuscript volume labeled "Tubaca
y Otros" in the Archive of the Bishop of Tucson, Arizona.
51. For example, four soldiers-Juan Manuel Escalante, Manuel Amesquita, Salvador Azedo, and Nicolas Soto-were witnesses at the weddings
of eight native couples in the village of Supquituni December 18, 1743.
52. Vild6s01a to the viceroy, Pitic, May 26, 1746, AGI, Guad. 188. This
is a long general description of Vild6s01a's entire jurisdiction. For that
portion dealing with Pimeria Alta he followed almost word for word the
anonymous "Noticia de la Pimeria" cited in note 27, supra. An Indian village called San Matheo had been listed as a visita of Santa Maria Soamca
as early as 1732. Father Christ6bal de Canas, et al to Bishop Benito Crespo,
Pimeria Alta, July 31, 1732; certified copy, Durango, November 19, 1733,
AGI, Guad. 135. Translated in George P. Hammond, "Pimeria Alta After
Kino's Time," NMHR, vol. 4 (1929), pp. 220-38. San Matheo was shown
to be northeast of Santa Maria on an inaccurate, post-1732 version of one
of Father Kino's celebrated 1701 maps. Reproduced in Bolton, Kino's
Historical Memoir of Pimerfa Alta (Reprint: Berkeley and Los Angeles,
1948), vol. I, p. 331.
53. A legal battle royal had grown out of Vild6s01a's degrading remarks
about Captain Bustamante. Presentazon. del Despacho de su exa. al Cap.
D. Joseph Gomez Silba para su cumplimto., Presidio de San Phelipe, May
8,1744, AGI, Guad. 188.
54. One Don Pedro Jacome Ynduz had been accused of playing fast
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and loose with some pearls belonging to the Indian captain general of the
Pima, Testimonio de Autos, Quademo no. I, 1744-1746, AGI, Guad.329.
55. Keller to Captain Santiago Ruiz de Ael, Terrenate, January 17,
1752, Testimonio, Quad. 3, AGI, Guad. 419. Captain Joseph Diaz del
Carpio, Diario, February 24 to March 6, 1752. Quad. 4, ibid. Father
Phelipe Segesser to Ortiz Parrilla, Ures, May 25, 1752. Quad. 1 I, ibid.
56. During the Rubi inspection of 1766, Engineer LaFora noted that
the presidio of Terrenate was "called also San Felipe de Jesus Guebabi."
Relacion, pp. 124-25. In carrying out his 1774 inspection, Captain Bonilla
used that name several times, as did Colonel Oconor in 1775. AGI, Guad.
272 and 515.
57. Croix to Joseph de Galvez, General Report, Arispe, October
30, 1781. Translated in Alfred B. Thomas, Teodoro de Croix and the
Northern Frontier of New Spain, 1776-1783 (Norman, 1941). The quotation is from page 200.
.
58. Ensign Joseph Fontes to Ortiz Parrilla, Terrenate, ca. December
17, 1751, Testimonio, Quad. 2, AGI, Guad. 419.
59. Fontes to Ortiz Parrilla, Terrenate, December 17, 1751, ibid. The
presidio's disarray is evident from the map of Joseph de Urrutia.
60. Ruiz de Ael, Diario, September 21 to October 1 I, 1751, Testimonio,
Quad. 7, AGI, Guad. 419.
61. Estado General del Vecindario del Presidio de S. Felipe de Jesus de
Guevavi, alias, Terrenate ... 4 de Junio de 1774, signed by Bonilla in
Chihuahua, July 16, 1774, AGI, Guad. 272.
62. In addition to the regular garrison at T errenate Bonilla also reviewed the fifty men of a temporary flying company created in 1767 to
serve in the Elizondo expedition against the Serio Revistas,ibid.
63. For example, Antonio Escalante, son of Juan Manuel Escalante,
baptized July 7, 1744; Lucas Grijalva, son of Manuel Grijalva, baptized
November 9, 1744; and Vicente Valenzuela, baptized February 22, 1745,
son of Miguel Valenzuela, "one of the first soldiers who entered the king's
service when the presidio of T errenate was founded, and in which company he served first as squad leader and later as sergeant." Soamca, Libro
de Bautismos. Miguel de Valenzuela, Declaration, San Ignacio, February
4, 1752, in Testimonio, Quad. 8, AGI, Guad. 419.
64. Estado General del Vecindario, AGI, Gwid. 272.
65. Not the least of Tadeo Figueroa's services he rendered as an inteqJreter during parleys that finally brought the rebel Piman leader Luis
dacpic:agiguato terms in 1752. Declaration, San Ignacio, March 9, 1752,
Testimonio, Quad. 4; AGI, Guad. 419.
66. Croix in Thomas,p. 203.
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67. See Bolton, Rim, pp. 379-84.
68. Revista, AGI, Guad. 272.
69. Copias de todos los oncios pasados al Capitan del Presidio de S.
Phelipe de Jesus de Terrenate y sus respuestas correspondientes a la revista
. . . Julio de 1775, AGI, Guad. 515.
70. The site of the presidio of Santa Cruz and those of nearby Indian
villages have been excavated by archeologists. Their detailed report is
Charles C. DiPeso, The Sobaipuri Indians of the Upper San Pedro River
Valley, Southeastern Arizona (Dragoon, Ariz., 1953).
71. Extracto de la revista, February 9 to 12, 1779, signed by Roque de
Medina, Presidio of Santa Cruz, March 3, 1779, AGI, Guad. 272. On
modern maps of Sonora there are often three Terrenates shown: one
labeled "Terrenate Viejo" which corresponds to the site of the puzzling
presidio; another a few miles northeast across the railroad tracks; and a
third just south of Imuris and west of the highway to Magdalena.
72. Sim6n Elias Gonzalez, Informe, May 20, 1814, MS. in Pinart,
Colecci6n de manuscritos relativos a la regi6n septentrional de Mexico,
Serie I, Bancroft Library.
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signed by Medina, Santa Cruz, February 6, 1784, AGI, Guad. 285, and
5 I 9. Service sheets for the officers of the garrison are in AGI, Guad. 286.
75. The Apaches demolished Soamca in 1768 and Coc6spera became
the mission cabecera. Fray Juan Santiestevan, missionary at Coc6spera in
1787, favored the garrison's move to Soamca.
76. Echeagaray to Ugarte y Loyola, Santa Cruz, April 20, 1787, AGI,
Guad. 28 7·
77. Ugarte y Loyola to Marques de Sonora, May 14, 1787, AGI, Guad.
28 7.
78. Even then the proposals to move the presidio did not cease. In 1828
Colonel Ignacio Arvizu wanted it transferred from Soamca to a place below "Tiburi," there to be joined by the Bacoachi company of Opatas.
Jose AgustIn de Escudero, Noticias Estadfsticas de Sonora y Sinaloa
(Mexico, 1849), p. 73. A lieutenant of the United States Army who had
the pleasure of several days in Santa Cruz in 1848 described it as "an old
and compact ranche, inhabited I may say, by one company of Mexican

46

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW XLI:l 1966

state troops, though none of them would be taken for soldiers, officers included. . . . The town is completely surrounded by a wall." Henry F.
Dobyns, ed., Hepah, California! The Journal of Cave Johnson Couts . ..
1848-1849 (Tucson, 1961), p. 54. Those forty-niners who chose the southern overland route to fame and fortune also passed through Santa Cruz.
79. Bolton, Rim, pp. 360-6 I, note 2.
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FORT WEBSTER ON THE MIMBRES RIVER
LEE MYERS

OF

THE SEVERAL frontier military installations established to
combat the Apache menace in southwestern New Mexico, Fort
Webster was the first. 1 It was the only one of the group to occupy
two different locations, the first at the Copper Mines, the second
on the Mimbres River. Until recently this last site has been lost to
history.
The Copper Mines, now Santa Rita and the site of Kennecott
Copper Corporation's huge open-pit copper mine, was in the heart
of the range of Mangas Coloradas' band of fierce warriors, variously referred to as the Copper Mine, Warm Springs, Mimbres,
and Gila Apaches. The history of the mining of this rich deposit
of native copper includes more than one hundred and sixty years
of operation under Spanish, Mexican, and American supervision
and it was under almost constant harassment by the Apache until
the late 1870'S.2
In the first months of 185 I the International Boundary Commission, composed of representatives of the United States and
Mexico and charged with surveying and mapping the boundary
between the two countries in accordance with the 1848 Guadalupe-Hidalgo treaty, which ended the Mexican War, made Santa
Rita their headquarters for several months. s While there, the
Commission and their 3rd Infantry escort occupied several of the
old adobe buildings left by the Spanish and Mexican operators, including a .triangular stronghold that had served the dual purpose
of a fort against the Indians and a prison to confine the convict
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labor from Chihuahua utilized as miners,4 Bartlett called his camp
Cantonment Dawson. 5
After several months' occupation, Cantonment Dawson was
abandoned by the Boundary Commission;6 then, on January 23,
1852, Company K, 3rd United States Infantry, upon the recommendation of Brevet Major Enoch Steen, I st Dragoons, 7 reoccupied the site and named it Fort Webster in honor of Daniel
Webster who was then United States Senator from Massachusetts. 8
Steen recommended that the post should be garrisoned by troops
who were then stationed at Dofia Ana on the Rio Grande. The
presence of these troops among the Apache, declared Steen, would
have such a restraining effect upon the savages that peace would
be secured without "resorting to that last extreme, the shedding of
blood. . . ." In addition, said the Major, it would save the War
Department fifteen thousand dollars per annum in rents, fuel, and
grazing, the amount then being· expended at Dofia Ana for the
maintenance of the dragoons and their horses. ll
On September 9, 1852, Fort Webster was moved to the Mimbres River. Records of the move and of the second site differ about
the direction and the number of miles .from the Copper Mines.
The reason for the move is not readily apparent without considerable study of the history of the time and place. The direction and
distance has been variously given as east or northeast, an.d eight or
fourteen miles. Colonel J. K. F. Mansfield, who inspected the post
in 1853, gave the location as "latitude 33 0 on the Mimbres about
14 miles east of the Copper mines."lo The actual location is nearer
320 49' north latitude.
Doctor William Carr Lane, who served as governor of the Territory of New Mexico in 1852-1853, was also empowered to act
as Secretary of Indian Affairs for New Mexico. He believed that
the cheapest and most effective peace with the Apache could be
attained by feeding them. Accordingly, he negotiated a treaty
with the Copper Mine band, agreeing to supply rations for five
years to all who would settle upon and work farm lands of his
choosing. l l Upon the recommendation of Major Steen, who by
now was in command at Fort Webster with a garrison of two com-
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panies of dragoons and one of infantry/2 farm lands were contracted for in the fertile Mimbres Valley adjacent to the new fort.
This experiment apparently died aborning, for Washington failed
to ratify the treaty and the food and other supplies that Lane had
ordered were halted, and the disgruntled Indians returned to their
former savage economy, dependent upon the warpath and raids
on encroaching civilization. IS

Drawn by Joseph Edward Maxwell, of Georgia, who entered the U.S. Military
Academy in 1846; brevetted 2nd Lt. 3rd Infantry, July 1850; he was killed in a
skirmish with the Apache near Fort Union, June 30, 1854. Heitman, Historical
Register, vol. I, p. 698.
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On December 20, 1853, the second Fort Webster was abandoned and the garrison and stores moved to Fort Thorn, in the
vicinity of present-day Hatch, New Mexico, victim of the defeat of
Governor Lane's plan for peace and Apache refusal to be cowed
by the appearance of troops in their midst.
Although Fort Webster, at its two sites, was not of major politicalor historical importance, it is entitled to recognition as the first
military post established in southwestern New Mexico for the control of the Apache of that region. Today, with the revival of interest
in western history, the question arises: where was Fort Webster
located? The first site at the Copper Mines is reasonably well
documented; the Mimbres River site is another matter.
It has been reported, but not officially and with no documentation, as having been located at the later site of Mowry City, on the
lower Mimbres where the Butterfield Overland Mail and immigrant trails crossed that river. Army records and maps show that
this location is impossible. Mansfield included a map of the post,
the Mimbres River and the adjacent terrain in his detailed reports of 1853. In this map the contour of the surrounding region
in no way coincides with that of the Mowry City area. 14
In an effort to pin down the site of Fort Webster, several persons, including the writer, drove to the Mimbres Valley in October
196+ We were equipped with copies of two of Mansfield's maps 15
and a working knowledge of the history of the post. One member,
an avid history buff and mineral collector, was thoroughly familiar
with the entire area. Several years before he had asked Juan Serna,
long a resident of the valley, what had been the origin of a mound
of earth alongside New Mexico State Road 6 I. Juan replied, "Old
men told me it used to be a fort." This small mound, evidently
man-made, was the starting point for the search.
The factors considered, all set forth in the map, were the immediate terrain, hills on each side of the river, a bluff approximately one hundred feet high bordering the river on the west, the
river itself, and level farm land in the river bottom, a road designated "Wagon Road to Copper Mines," and a trail designated
"Trail to the Copper Mines."
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The "Road to Copper Mines" ran in a direction opposite to that
of the present highway. This we found explained by a map of the
Military Department of New Mexico dated 1864/6 in which a
road, corning west from the Rio Grande, did indeed run north
and up the west side of Mimbres River, to turn left several miles
beyond our site and, by way of Shingle Canyon, enter what is
now Santa Rita from the north. .
Today, Highway 180, going east, from Santa Rita to the Mimbres River, winds through a short but deep canyon bordering the
river on the west, over a roadbed blasted entirely from the side of
the canyon. Across the canyon one can see the remains of a narrow, tortuous wagon road, many years deserted. After exploring
the valley for several miles north and south we concluded that this
old wagon road must have been the "Trail to the Copper Mines."
When we asked Horace Bounds of the nearby village of San
Lorenzo, the owner of the land where the mound of dirt was
located, whether he had any knowledge of the old fort, he answered in the negative. Then he stated that he had once farmed a
number of acres opposite our site and had experienced trouble
with several large mounds of earth there. Finally, exasperated, he
leveled them with a bulldozer and met more difficulty, for they
each proved to conceal a core of stones foreign to the immediate
area. The terrain matched that of the map so closely that we went
back, after searching elsewhere for another possible site. There
now remained just one piece of the puzzle missing. Approximately
one mile south of the site, the Mimbres River bends to the east
instead of to the west, as shown on the map. Then our local guide
remembered tales of a flood of the river many years before, so great
that the channel had been destroyed and a new one scoured out. 17
We were now convinced that our site was indeed that of Fort
Webster and we wondered where the old log and adobe buildings
of Mansfield's description had stood. After more than one hundred
years there are very few signs visible and none to prove conclusively our theory. A few pieces of broken pottery that mayor may
not have been of military origin, an occasional square nail and
several sparse collections of stones of construction size, nothing
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more. But on the positive side is the matching with the various
features on the map and the fact that nowhere, north or south,
can similar ones be found. The post had evidently stood astride
what is noW State 6 I, approximately a mile and a half north of
Acklin's Store.
Since our 1964 expedition additional material has been found
that, together with the map, establishes the site, with little or no
chance for controversy. James Tevis, in his reminiscences of Arizona in the 1850'S,t8 describes a fight with the Apaches on the
Mimbres several miles below our site. After the fight his forces,
volunteer miners from Pinos Altos, started to return to their mines
by way of what he termed "Copper Mine Pass." Although there
is no longer such a name in the locality, it is evident that anyone
traveling on foot, saddle animal or pack train in the 1850's could
not have found a more direct route from the Mimbres Valley to
the Copper Mines than the old wagon road opposite Acklin's
Store. It is logical to suppose that during the pre-automobile development of the valley, the "Trail to the Copper Mines" was improved into a wagon road.
Moreover, orders written at Fort Cummings, New Mexico, on
March 3, 1865,19 include this mention of Fort Webster:
Special Orders No. I I.
One Non-Commissioned Officer and two men of Co. "C," 1st Vet.
Infty., C.V. [California Volunteers] will start tomorrow morning as
an escort to a party of settlers now at this post, and will proceed with
them to old Fort Webster on Rio Mimbres.
The escort will be rationed for 12 days and will carry forty cartridges to each man.
After having performed the duties herein mentioned the escort
will return to this post without delay.
Ceo. A. Burkett,
Capt. 1st. Vet. Infty. Cal. Vols.
Comdg.

Mowry City, actually the later site of Camp Mimbres, established there in 1863, was twenty miles west of Fort Cummings. It
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is hardly likely that an escort party traveling to a place only twenty
miles from Fort Cummings would require twelve days' rations.
Any remaining doubts relative to the true site of Fort Webster
should be. dispelled completely by a report submitted by Captain
Joseph Smith, 5th Infantry, California Volunteers, to his superior,
Captain William McCleave, on February 13th, 1863.20 This report is also of interest for its account of the physical hardships
undergone by the troops charged with the thankless job of defending that rugged frontier:
Pinos Altos, A.T.
Feb. 13th., 1863.
Captain,
Sir, I have the honor to report that according to your orders, I
left this place on the morning of the loth inst., with 50 men and four
day's rations. We struck a north course from Pinos Altos, and crossed
the Pinos Altos Mountains, west of the two high peaks that lay due
north of here. We here got into such a rough country, that it was
almost impossible to make any headway at all, the mountains being
very high, and very deep canons. The north side of these mountains
is covered with snow from 4 to 5 feet deep, making very hard marching. We camped that evening in a deep canon about 18 miles N.E.
from the mines.
On the morning of the 11th, we started at daylight, and after
ascending a .very high mountain, struck an eastern direction, and
marched over a fine rolling country, and came into the "aroyo," called
by our guide "Canada del Sapo." This is a small valley, about one
half a mile wide. We marched down this valley about 9 miles, when
it intersects the "Rio Mimbres." There is an old Indian trail up this
valley, but we found no fresh tracks of either Indians or animals. We
then marched about 10 miles down the Mimbres and stopped about
4 or 5 miles above Fort Webster, to let the men rest, and get supper.
I found the Cavalry had been here, and, as I supposed, had cooked
breakfast the same morning. I expected the Cavalry were at the old
fort. While lying here I found some fresh Indian tracks, a short
distance from camp, and also the tracks of the Cavalry, which led
me to believe, that you had here come across a party, and were following them down to the river. We again packed up, and moved for
the fort. About one mile from our camp, we found that the Indians
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had left the river, and crossed the plain, for the west Mountains. The
tracks were fresh, and appeared to be about 10 in number, but my
men were too tired, to follow them, having then marched about 28
miles, and it was nearly dark. We got to the fort after dark, but
found no Cavalry. On the morning of the 12th, after it was light, I
sent some men over to the other side of the valley, and they found
that the Cavalry had gone down the river. I then took the lower trail
for the Copper Mines, and got to that place, about one o'clock, P.M.
but found no Indians, or sign on the road through the mountains....
[italics mine]

After a careful analysis of the facts given in this report and a
comparison of mileage, and elapsed time, in view of the facts that
distances were then estimated, and that there is no other point on
the Mimbres River where the terrain matches Mansfield's mapthen the finger of certainty points to the Horace Bounds ranch
site, one and one half miles north of Acklin's Store, as the location
of old Fort Webster.

NOTES
I. There were eight sites: Fort Webster, two sites; Gila Depot; Fort
McLane; Fort West; Camp Mimbres; Fort Cummings; Fort Bayard.
2. This is Chino (Kennecott Copper Corporation, Santa Rita and
Hurley, N.M., privately printed).
3. John C. Crernony, Life Among the Apaches (New York, 1868), pp.
23-55; John Russell Bartlett, Personal Narrative of Explorations and Incidents in Texas, New Mexico, California, Sonora, and Chihuahua, 2 vols.
(London and New York, 1854).
4. M. H. Thomlinson, "Forgotten Fort," New Mexico Magazine (Nov.
1945), pp. 14, 39, 4 1; Lee Myers, "Fort Torreons' a Puzzle," The Southwesterner, vol. 2, no. 5 (Nov. 1962), p. 6.
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5· National Archives and Records Service to Lee Myers, Oct. 19, 1959;
Thomlinson.
6. Cremony, p. 88; Myers, "Mangas Colorado Caused Fort Webster,"
The Southwesterner, vol. 2, no. 6 (Dec. 1962), p. 15.
7. "Steen, Enoch. Born in Kentucky; appointed to West Point from
Missouri; 2nd Lieut. Mounted Rangers, 16 July, 1832; 2nd Lieut. 1st Dragoons, 19 Sept. 1833; 1st Lieut. 5 March, 1836; Capt. 31 Dec., 1840; Maj.
2nd Dragoons, 15 July, 1853; transferred to 1st Dragoons, 23 Oct. 1855; 1st
Cavalry, 3rd Aug. 1861; Lt. Col. 2nd Cavalry, 28 Sept. 1861; retired 23
Sept. 1863; Breveted Maj., 23 Feb. 1847 for gallant and meritorious conduct in the battle of Buena Vista, Mexico; died 22 Jan. 188o." Francis B.
Heitman, Historical Register and Dictionary of the United States Army,
1789-19°3,2 vols. (Washington, D.C., 1903), vol. I, p. 919.
8. Office of Chief of Military History, Washington, D.C., to Lee
Myers, Oct. 24, 1957.
9. Report of Major E. Steen, Report of Secretary of War, 1850, Senate
Executive Documents, 31st Congress, 2nd Session, vol. I, no. I, parts 1-3,
PP·7 1 -7 2 .
10. Robert W. Frazier, ed., Mansfield on the Condition of the Western
Forts, 1853-1854 (Norman, 1963), p. 25.
I I. Wm. G. B. Carson, ed., "William Carr Lane, Diary," NMHR, vol.
39 (1964), pp. 188, 190, 193-94; Hubert Howe Bancroft, History of Arizona and New Mexico, 1530-1888 (reprint edition, Albuquerque, 1962),
pp.662-6412. Report of Sec. of War, 1853, Sen. Ex. Docs., 33,d Congress, 1st
Session, vol. 2, no. I, pt. 2, pp. 120-21.
13. Bancroft, p. 669; Marjorie White, "Frontier Doctors Left Record of
Achievement," EI Paso Times (Sept. 5, 1965), p. 2.
14. Colonel Joseph K. F. Mansfield, Report of Inspection of the Department of New Mexico, 1853, National Archives, Appendices M and N.
15.. Ibid.
16. Map of the Military Department of New Mexico, drawn under the
direction of Brig. Gen. James H. Carleton, by Capt. Allen Anderson, 5th
U.S. Infantry, 1864 (Albuquerque).
17. Silver City Independent, Sept. 2, 1902.
18. Captain James H. Tevis, Arizona in the '50'S (Albuquerque, 1954),
21
pp. 5-16.
19. Fort Cummings, N.M., Post Orders, 19 Oct. to 30 Nov. 1873,
National Archives, Records group no. 98. Fort Cummings, established Oct.
2, 1863, by Captain Valentine Dresher and his Company B, 1st Infantry,
California Volunteers, was located at Cook's Spring and the eastern entry
to Cook's Canyon. Cook's Canyon was a favorite spot for ambushing
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wagon trains and other travelers, east- or westbound, by Mangas Coloradas
and his Copper Mine Apaches. The fast-disappearing adobe ruins are
located twenty miles northeast of Deming, New Mexico.
20. Department of New Mexico, Fort McLane and Fort West, New
Mexico, Letters Sent, 1863, National Archives, Records group 98. "McCleave, William. Born in Ireland; Pvt., Corp!., Sgt., and 1St Sgt., Company
K, 1st Dragoons, 7 Oct. 1850 to I Oct. 1860; Capt. 1st California Cavalry,
23 Aug. 1861; Maj. I May 1863; Bvt. Lieut. Col. Volunteers, 13 Mar.
1865 for his successful pursuit of and gallantry in an engagement with
Apache Indians; honorably mustered out 19 Oct. 1866; 2nd Lieut., 8th
Cavalry, July 1866; 1st Lieut., 6 Mar. 1867; Capt. 10 Aug. 1869; retired
20 Mar. 1879." Heitman, p. 655.
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A

COLONY ON THE MOVE: GASPAR CASTANO DE SOSA'S JOURNAL. By Albert H. Schroeder and Dan S. Matson. Santa Fe: The School ofAmerican Research, 1965. Pp. xii, 196. Index, illus., maps, bibliog., app. $6.50.

AFTER THE GRAND expedition to New Mexico by Coronado in 154°-1542
there was a lull in exploration of our Southwest. But in the next forty
years Spanish settlers moved into Mexico's northern states opening mining
camps and establishing towns and ranches. The need for workers to develop
these new activities led some Spanish frontier captains to raid neighboring
Indian settlements to take slaves or forced laborers.
Coronado's experiences were not forgotten, nor were the two friars left
in New Mexico to become the first missionary martyrs in North America.
In 1561 the Franciscan friars were urging Philip II to send an expedition into New Mexico under the leadership of Dr. Alonso de Zorita. The
latter petitioned the crown for this appointment. He wanted to take a
number of friars and one hundred soldiers With wages paid by the government, and an adequate salary for himself. (Zorita, Historia de la Nueva
Espana, Madrid, 1909, pp. 425-31).
In the meantime the Spanish authorities were trying to devise means of
putting an end to lawless frontier activities. In 1573 new laws or regulations for all future colonizations were issued in Spain and the authorities
were ordered to enforce them. Expeditions bent on conquest were forbidden. Peaceful spiritual penetration was the desired goal, long advocated by
Father Bartolome de las Casas and other Indian defenders.
In 1580-1582 Franciscan friars Were able to obtain authorization to send
two small exploring expeditions into New Mexico. These groups, led by
captains Chamuscado and Espejo, explored much of the territory traveled
by Coronado forty years earlier and confirmed the previous reports of the
existence of well-organized Indian pueblos and rich mineral prospects. The
Spanish authorities were convinced that New Mexico should definitely be
colonized. It could be done by a private enterprise, but it had to have official sanction and conform to the new colonization laws. Among others
who sought appoin~ment as leaders of colonizing parties were Espejo and
Hernan Gallegos, the chronicler of the Rodriguez expedition of 158o
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(George P. Hammond and Agapito Rey, The Rediscovery of New Mexico,
Albuquerque, 1965, pp. 1-70)'
In 1589 Luis de Carbajal, governor of Nuevo Leon, was arrested by
orders of the Inquisition, and he appointed Lieutenant Governor Gaspar
Castano de Sosa as his substitute. In 1590 Castano decided to abandon the
town of Almaden (Monclova) and to organize his colony into an expedition to seek their fortunes in distant New Mexico. The experiences of this
expedition are reported in a journal which forms the basis for the book
under review.
A Colony on the Move is divided into eight chapters. The first is devoted
to a general introduction and the other seven to an English translation of
Castano's journal, with extensive commentaries. Dr. Matson provided the
English translation and Dr. Schroeder the profuse notes and commentaries.
Since the latter are more extensive than the text of the journal the two are
presented in alternate paragraphs. First is printed a translation section detailing the land traversed on a given date. Schroeder's commentaries follow
in larger type. These ramblings deal with places and peoples met along
Castano's route, campsites and matters of general interest.
There are three known versions of Castano's journal: one in the Rich
Collection in the New York Public Library, and two printed in Documentos ineditos de lndias, volumes 4 and 16. These versions seem to be
all copies of a common original, for they all coincide in errors of dates and
minor details. They differ only in slight variations in some spellings. The
text in the Rich Collection, used by S. and M., lacks a short paragraph of
the travel on February 14, 1591 (p. 155) which is found in the other
copies.
It is curious that Castano's long-neglected journal should now come out
in two simultaneous English translations. George P. Hammond and the
present writer had long planned to include Castano's journal in The
Rediscovery of New Mexico, vol. 3 of the Coronado Historical Series
(University of New Mexico Press, Albuquerque, 1965). We sent our
manuscript to the printers more than two years ago, but there were delays
at the press. While revising our suggested Castano route, we wrote to
Dr. Schroeder to see if he could shed some light on questionable identifications. Dr. Schaeder must have been as surprised on receiving our letter as
we were by his reply. He said he and Dr. Matson had been working on
Castano's journal for a long time and were about ready to go to press. He
reserved the information he had for their publication, which we considered
fair enough. He did advance his agreement with us that neither Chamuscado, Espejo or Castano could have visited Taos, as Miss Hull had suggested (Hammond to Schroeder, April 12, 1963; reply by Schroeder, April
19,1963).
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This may seem an unfortunate duplication of effort but in reality it is
not; rather, the works complement one another. Dr. Schroeder, as an
archaeologist, goes to great length in trying to identify places and peoples
of New Mexico mentioned in the journal. In addition he gives much historical background on the pueblos, and other information of interest.
Castano's journal occupies only a small portion in our volume. We included not only that journal but Castano's letter to the Viceroy, Morlete's
report, and other documents to give a complete picture of the Castano expedition. Our volume contains also the reports and documents of previous
expeditions by Fi:. Agustin RodrIguez and Antonio de Espejo. We wanted
to provide the historian with as complete· a picture as we possibly could of
the three expeditions into New Mexico between the ones by Coronado in
1540 and Onate in 1598.
In the introduction Schroeder speaks of Castano as an "American Don
Quixote" who had been foiled by political jealousy (p. 17). Schroeder
gives too much credence to Alonso de Leon, who wrote a history of Nuevo
Leon in which he devotes a chapter to· Castano, defending him and attributing all his troubles to Morlete, "an irascible man and not of good
disposition." The fact was that Castano set out on his expedition not only
without authorization, but after being cautioned not to move from· Almaden. Captain Morlete brought Castano these orders from the Viceroy
and advised Castano to go to Mexico in person to seek authorization for his
entrada, and even offered to help him in his trip to the capital. In the
Viceroy's instructions to Morlete, Castano was described as a dangerous
man who had taken slaves and acted in defiance of authority.
Castano started out on July 27, 1590, from Almaden (Monclova),
Coahuila. His party, made up of the residents of the town, comprised some
170 people with some Indian servants and interpreters and about ten
carts with supplies. This was the first expedition to make use of wheeled
carts. The expedition marched north and crossed the Rio Grande in the
neighborhood of Del Rio, Texas. Some locate his crossing near the Big
Bend National Park. Then they found the Salado River (the Pecos) and
followed it until they reached the Indian pueblo of Pecos; from here they
crossed the Glorieta pass to visit Indian pueblos in the Galisteo Basin and
vicinity and along the Rio Grande. The expedition ended at Santo
Domingo where Captain Morlete, with orders to arrest Castano, caught
up with him and returned him to Mexico in fetters. The journal ends here,
but other documents included in our volume reveal that Castano was tried
and found guilty and sentenced to six years service in the Philippines.
Attempts have been made to establish Castano's route and to identify the
places he visited. Dorothy Hull published a study on the subject in 1916.
Some of her identifications have been rejected by later scholars, including
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Schroeder now, who in general follows her. Schroeder includes fifteen detailed sectional maps corresponding to. areas covered by the Castano expedition. He tries to identify the campsites and places along the way, utilizing the works of Miss Hull and others and his own field studies. It is· no
easy task. "The general lack of information concerning distances of travel
throughout the journal is a definite handicap when attempting to identify
geographic names . . . there is little by which one can determine the
specific localities" (p. 28). We too met the same obstacles in our attempts
to follow Castano on his meanderings. "The diarist almost never gives the
. number of leagues marched each day, nor the direction, leaving the geographer to postulate his own theory of the route taken, based on such knowledge of the terrain as he might possess, and on .the meager data in the
diary." (Hammond and Rey, The Rediscovery of New Mexico, note 6 of
Castano's journal). Schroeder has labored hard to establish an acceptable
Castano route with the meager information furnished by the journal.
Lacking positive identifications, he postulates and he, no doubt, will be
challenged in some cases, just as he challenges suggestions made by others
before him. Withal, Schroeder's suggested route is plausible and the most
detailed to date.
In his translation Dr. Matson tries to preserve the flavor of the Spanish·
original, and as a result his English rendering is not always smooth. The
Spanish text at times is not clear nor the copyists too careful, making accurate English rendering difficult. There are obvious mistakes in the
original which the translator must interpret and correct. Here are a few
examples from Schroeder and Matson's work: P. 28, estero-"estuary,"
same as on p. 32, not to be confused with estera-matting. Estero del
Venado does not mean "Matting of the Deer" as suggested in the commentary. p. 43, barbacoa de masial-we read mescal: "roasted maguey" as
the meaning demands and as Schroeder (45) guesses it means. P. 101, the
word guareres, wh~se meaning Schroeder tries to determine and explain, is
aguages (water holes or ponds) in our text. The meaning is clear and
needs no annotation. P. I 18, mesquita-our text has mesquite. The timbers
covering the kiva seemed to be of mesquite trees. There is no relation with
mosque. Other examples could be cited to show the difficulties the translator has to overcome to make his work meaningful.
In general Dr. Matson gives a correct rendering of the Spanish text, although his translation is only an excuse for Schroeder's digressions. Schroeder summarizes the translated text and then adds his commentaries on the
language and contents of the text, or whatever hypotheses he deems pertinent. The resulting repetitions are not too objectionable.
Two general and fifteen sectional maps are a great help to Schroeder's
narrative. Through them the reader can follow Castano on his probable
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route. There are also a few modern pictures of places named in the text
and drawings of Pecos, one of the most important Indian pueblos in sixteenth-century New Mexico. The volume closes with a list of people mentioned in the journal, about thirty-five in all, of the 170 that formed
Castano's party. There are also a bibliography and a general index. The
bibliography lacks some works we found useful in our study: C. E.
Castaneda, Our Catholic Heritage (Austin, Texas, 1936-58); Jack D.
Forbes, Apache, Navaho, and Spaniard (Norman, Okla., 1960); Philip W.
Powell, Soldiers, Indians, and Silver (Berkeley, 1952); Edward H. Spicer,
Cycles of Conquest (Tucson, 1962).
Schroeder and Matson have produced an attractive and interesting book;
a welcome addition to the growing list of serious studies of our Southwest.
University of Arizona
AGAPITO REY

THE MEXICAN MESTA: THE ADMINISTRATION OF RANCHING IN COLONIAL
MEXICO. By William H. Dusenberry. Urbana: University of Illinois
Press, 1963. Pp. ix, 245. Illus., bibliog., index. $5.50'
THE MESTA was a Castilian institution that evolved during the Middle
Ages to deal with problems common to sheep raisers. Its growth and influence was fostered by the Crown who saw in the organization a convenient
source of income and a potential counterpoise to certain elements in the
realm that threatened to negate the centralizing tendency of the monarchy.
The mesta was, by the beginning of the sixteenth century, one of the
richest and most influential entities in Castile.
Of the many overseas kingdoms established in the New World by
Castile, only New Spain instituted a mesta organization. Professor Dusenberry's book tells the story of the institution's translation to the Indies, its
subsequent development, and its impact on ranching in North America.
The author's primary purpose in writing the book seems to have been to
refute statements made by Julius Klein, Helen Phipps, Walter P. Webb,
and C. H. Haring that the mesta was a relatively unimportant factor in
New Spain's political and economic life. Although Dr. Dusenberry admits
that the institution had slight impact in the area of government, he concludes that the mesta· had far reaching consequences in the economic life
of the kingdom.
He contends that the organization operated to make stock raising much
more efficient and better regulated in New Spain than in other parts of
the Indies.· Although a good outline of ranching operations in Mexico is
presented, the effect of the mesta on the manner in. which ranching
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evolved is not convincingly demonstrated. It is, in fact, difficult to accept
his premise because, as the author admits, mesta officials had jurisdiction
over stock raisers only during semi-annual, and in some areas annual, meetings of the organizations. During the remainder of the year, the industry
was regulated by regular royal and municipal officials. Furthermore the
author introduces no evidence concerning livestock operations in other
parts of the New World, and it is therefore impossible to make any meaningful comparisons.
Professor Dusenberry also attempts to tie in the formation of the large
landed estate to the influence of the mesta. Again no convincing evidence
is introduced. He bases his conclusion chiefly on the fact that some of the
individuals who served as alcaldes de mesta, the highest ranking officials
of.theorganization in the New World, were also large landowners in the
Mexico City area. No explanation is offered as to how latifundia evolved
in as great, or in some cases greater, degree in other parts of the Indies as
in Mexico, without the aid of a mesta organization.
The main fault of the book, however, is that it creates a large number of
unanswered questions in the reader's mind. Over half the book is devoted
to such matters as branding, roundups, livestock thefts, and regulation of
the meat supply, none of which were significant aspects of the parent
institution. No explanation is offered for the reasons behind this modification in the functions of the mesta in the New World. There was also
obviously an important alteration in the administrative structure because
the highest mesta official in New Spain was the alcalde de mesta, a minor
functionary in the Castilian version of the organization. Again no attempt
is made to account for this change. In addition, numerous references are
made to the ownership of livestock by Indians, but the author does not
address himself to the problem of what role, if any, they played in the
institution.
Eastern Kentucky State College
KEITH W. ALGIER

SOUTHwESTERN ARCHAEOLOGY. By John C. McGregor. 2nd ed. Urbana:
University of Illinois Press, 1965. Pp. vii, 511. Illus" bibliog., maps,
index~ $9.50'
THE.ORIGINAL EDITION of McGregor's Southwestern Archaeology appeared
in 1941. Although it was recognized as having more data and inventories of
material traits concerning the prehistory of the Southwest than any previous work, it was criticised for being dogmatic, for containing one-sided
approaches to controversial matters, and for making some statements that
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lacked clarity or were inaccurate. Moreover, it was felt that it did not adequately cover the entire Southwest, but concentrated upon the state of
Arizona.
The second edition has been reorganized, up-dated, and somewhat enlarged, but it still contains some of the faults ascribed to the original
version. It still leaves much to be desired as a comprehensive general introduction to Southwestern archaeology. Some professional archaeologists
and students will find fault with it and the non-archaeologist may have
difficulty following the detailed, sometimes complicated and repetitious
listing of items and events of Southwestern culture history. The author
has attempted to expand the book to provide a better coverage of all of the
Southwest.
The volume is divided into two parts. The first reviews the environmental setting of the Southwest, the history of Southwestern archaeology,
the aims and methods of archaeology, and the systems of claSSifying and
dating archaeological sequences. The second and major part of the book
describes the culture history of the southwestern part of the United States.
McGregor has divided this discussion into twelve periods of cultural evolution, beginning about 13,000 years ago and continuing into the Historic
Period.
The second edition of Southwestern Archaeology has been most revised
and brought up to date regarding the ancient cultures referred to by McGregor as the "Early People." This reSects the numerous advances during
the last twenty-four years in our knowledge of the early Big Game Hunters and the possessors of the Desert Culture. The major sedentary cultures,
the Mogollon, Hohokam, and Anasazi are traced through their accomplishments stage by stage as are the cultures peripheral to the major developments.
In the first edition of the book each major Southwestern culture was
followed from beginning to end-or present state-in chronological order.
The new edition rearranges this material into the periods mentioned above.
The several cultures extant during each successive period are considered in
an attempt to give the reader a better general view of ~he Southwest at
each of the stages proposed by McGregor and. to point 'out relationships
which existed between cultures at various points in their development.
In the frequent restating or synthesizing of detailed factual information,
some confusion of meaning, discrepancies in nomenclature, and lack of
continuity are introduced. It is here also that statements are made which
support only one view of matters which currently are believed may have
resulted from alternative causes by most Southwestern archaeologists.
The book has numerous illustrations which supplement the text. They
are of varying quality. This reviewer objects to drawings and maps which
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show an outline of an artifact or site map and only include the details of a
small section of the implement or omit much of the architectural features
of the ruin. The bibliography is extensive, but it is not up to date in some
areas and contains some inaccuracies.
Southwestern Archaeology still contains more general description of the
elements and events of Southwestern prehistory than any other book on the
subject, but in my estimation it could have been improved by more careful
writing, by more comprehensive discussions, and by the inclusion of more
theoretical interpretations of archaeological data.
University of Colorado
ROBERT H. LISTER

IRON HORSES OF THE SANTA FE TRAIL. By E. D. Worley. Dallas: Southw~st
Railroad Historical Society, 1965. Pp. 480, DI28. lIlus., diagrams.
$20.00.
EVERY AUTHOR of historical material whose concern is for factual material and anecdota deriving from a wide variety of often obscure repositories
knows that one of the anguishes of his calling is the wealth of important
and relevant data that is certain to tum up the week after the publication
of a given book. In the field of illustrative books this occupational hazard
is even more calamitous. Rare and beautiful photographs that would have
added inestimably to his layouts, with all the certainty of death and taxes
begin coming to hand immediately the book is out of the bindery.
"If I'd only known you wanted it, I could have laid hands on a wonderful collection that is right up your alley," is one of the saddest tales of
tongue or pen. Auction catalogues teem with source material an author
would happily have expended his eyeteeth to possess six months earlier.
If any measures can be taken to avoid these buffets of fate, they were
devised by the committee on publications of the Southwest Railroad Historical Society. Possessed of almost limitless resources of patience and devotion, the compilers of this monumental tribute to the golden age of railroading along the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe started all over again on
their project every time a new locomotive class was rumored and found to
be true, or that hitherto unsuspected tracings of fireboxes and valve gear
came to light in the chief engineer's attic in Topeka. The total number of
revisions undertaken by E. D. Worley, the author, and Everett De'Colyer,
chairman of the publications board, staggers the imagining. Their labors
and frustrations paled those of Sisyphus in comparison.
This truly massive compendium with its total of 606 pages embraces the
staggering total of 260 official and approved classes of locomotive power
listed by the carrier itself to which the authors added another twenty

68

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW XLI: 1 1966

classes which, if one reads the screed aright, were unknown to the motive
power department itself. On repeated occasions new and important discoveries came to light after the book's publication had been scheduled and
all too often after production had actually been commenced. It is known
among The Faithful of the railroad fraternity. that at least once type metal
on an extensive scale had to be returned to the melting pot· and the entire
project started afresh.
The result of these frustrations and almost limitless devotion on the part
of a number of interested parties .has resulted in what must without any
evasion be hailed as the most nearly' definitive compilation of statistics covering the motive power of any major carrier in the record of steam and
Diesel railroading. From the first day of the Santa Fe's primordial operations out of frontier Kansas until the immediate here and now, somewhat
better than 3,500 locomotives of all types of combustion and wheel arrangement have run over the company's iron. Every well-defined type or redaction is represented here photographically and every single locomotive is
accounted for in its appropriate category.
Because of the wide variety of landscape covered in the railroad's 13,000
miles of track and the enormous flexibility in available horsepower demanded by the wildly various types and densities of traffic, almost every
locomotive type and classification known to American railroad practice
was at one time or another in service on the Santa Fe. Conventional
operational practice assigned a locomotive of appropriate type and handy
availability to each separate run on the trainmaster's sheet. Low-wheeled,
heavy-duty and often slow-moving Silurian monsters handled the heavy
freight loads. Jaunty high wheelers of aristocratic breeding with hundred
mile an hour cruising capacities powered the name varnish runs that became synonymous with Santa Fe luxury and expedition. It was when, for
reasons of expediency or availability, inappropriate motive power appeared
on the head end of a consist or an exotic combination of types that connoisseurs were of good cheer and photographers reached for their Speed
Craphics. A humble Prairie type steam engine helping The Chief with the
latest thing in 5,000 horsepower Diesels out of San Bernardino gladdened
the heart of the beholder. So did an all but obsolete Atlantic running as
helper to one of the carrier's magnificent king size 4-8-4'5 which could make
the run all the way from Chicago to Los Angeles without change of
engines.
All these fine things and many more are represented in the 1,200 photographs in "Iron Horses of the Santa Fe," but beautiful illustrations are not
the objective of the book. As Everett De Colyer of the De Colyer Foundation at Dallas, who in actual fact masterminded the whole production,
stresses in the front matter, it is a technical book aimed at the appreciation
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of the subclassification of railroad a~cionados known as "nuts and bolts"
and not at the more liberal categories embracing students of the social history and folklore of the high iron. If the art that has been incorporated by
the· authors is seductive, this is merely incidental. Some very mediocre
photographs have been included simply because they represented the subject and no better ones were at hand.
Although the overall credit for the book is assigned to E. D. Worley, a
Santa Fe conductor, it is no secret that other hands shared in its grand
design, notably those of Dean Hale, occupationally editor of "The Gas
Journal," the oldest trade magazine in America, and John B. McCall.
Layouts were made by Hale and captions by a variety of recruits from the
membership of the Southwest Railroad Historical Society under whose imprimatur "Iron Horses" appears. It may be remarked, not necessarily in
derogation, but in passing, that most of the caption writers felt that trains
and engines "thundered." They thunder enough for an August electrical
storm along the South Platte.
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That all the steam of the membership of this confraternity has not been.
expended on the passes of the Raton and the Cajon in the book here appraised, is suggested by the Society's next project, already under way in
the form of a history of passenger cars, depots, Harvey Houses and name
passenger trains of the same carrier. William Allen White once remarked
that the nicest thing that ever happened to Kansas was the Santa Fe Railroad. Perhaps the nicest thing, at least in recent years, that has happened
to the Santa Fe itself is the Southwest Railroad Historical Society.
Virginia City, Nevada
LucIUs BEEBE

THE LIFE AND DEATH OF JOHN HENRY TUNSTALL. Edited by Frederick W .
. Nolan. Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1965. Pp. xvi,
480. Illus., maps, bibliog. $6.00.
THE AUTHOR states that this book is supplementary rather than comprehensive; a judgment which can well be applied to many of the books dealing
with Lincoln County affairs. Ash Upson created an historical disservice in
attempting to raise a comparatively minor figure, about whom he knew
little, into a fitting target for Pat Garrett's gun. William McCarty-AntrimBonney became a controversial character with friends and detractors stretching, distorting and sometimes inventing facts in order to prove their point;
even attempting to raise him from the dead. This book deals with a more
significant participant; one of the central figures in the dispute which
brought up the factional war.
John Henry Tunstall sailed from England in August 1872 in order to
seek his fortune in America. After three years as a clerk in a business in
which his father owned an interest in Victoria, British Columbia, he investigated the possibilities of establishing a sheep ranch in California but,
finding the best ra~ges already occupied, he came to New Mexico, arriving in November 1876. Following his original intention, he located a site
near the head of the Feliz River and purchased several hundred head of
cattle. Unfortunately, he decided to expand his interests hy opening a store
in Lincoln, hoping to obtain lucrative contracts for furnishing grain and
supplies for Fort Stanton and the nearby Apache Indian agency. This enterprise threatened not only the interests of L. G. Murphy and Co. of
Lincoln, but of numerous other individuals, many of whom occupied official positions in the territorial and even in the national government.
Official harassment was followed by more direct methods. Tunstall was
shot and his store looted. John P. Tunstall, the father, attempted to obtain
redress for loss of property.and punishment of the murderers through the
Department of State but without success.
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. This book is based upon selections from the letters written by Tunstall
from America to members of his family in England and from his diary
which was, unfortunately, discontinued before his arrival in New Mexico.
Supplementary material was obtained by research of contemporary newspapers and official records. The principal source is, of course, biased but
the author has attempted to present the facts1fairly. Numerous notes, some
biographical, amplify statements made in each chapter. Especially valuable
is a chronology inserted in the appendix. The book is well planned and
written and attractively printed on good paper. It can be read with great
interest by all who are interested in Lincolniana, or indeed, in New Mexico history.
Duplication of names, the bane of every researcher, has caused one error. The biography (p. 233) applies to some other of the several John
Rileys in the district after 1862, not to the John H. Riley of Lincoln who
was born in '1849. Otherwise, nothing worthy of criticism was found by
this reviewer.
.
Mesilla Park, N.M.
. ADLAI FEATHER

TEXAS. By Wayne Gard. Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 1965. Pp. xii, 236.lIlus., bibliog., index. $5'95.

RAWHIDE

Wayne Gard's seventh book could be called Everything I Know about
Texas. It is a rich and varied collection of every sort of information about
the early Texans and how they lived. It could have been written only by a
seasoned histo~ian who has steeped himself for many years in the lore of
the country, written and oral. Probably making use of a thirty-year accumulation of miscellaneous files, it skims the cream off the history of pioneer
times in the Southwest and offers a sound introduction to the subject
proposed in the Foreword: "What makes the Texan tick?"
Several of the chapters restate briefly and informally what Mr. Gard has
had to say in earlier books-on Sam Bass the bandit, on Steel Dust the great
quarter horse, on Frontier Justice, on the Chisholm Trail. The others offer
much fresh material along with the traditional stories. Take, for instance,
the first chapter called "Eye on the Weather." It assembles a fine collection
of folk beliefs, tall tales, and historic incidents about northers, tornadoes,
rain makers, and the Galveston storm of 1900 (which "took at least six
thousand lives").
The chapters which follow tell about Indians, life on the plantations, the
struggles .and successes of cattlemen and sheepmen, the contribution of
lawyers, doctors, and preachers to pioneer life. There is even a chapter
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devoted to "Culture on the Ranges" which gives a quick overview (perhaps too quick) of early-day music, painting, and writing.
A vast amount .of miscellaneous information is brought together under
these headings, things which .are surprising even when they are not important. It is a fact that Tom Neal of Uvalde shipped out 15,000 javelina
hides in 1936-37; that the State Capitol in Austin was built in exchange for
3,050,000 acres of land in the Texas Panhandle; that ice making began in
San Antonio during the Civil War; that fighting cocks are weighed before
a match and must not differ more than two ounces; that "camp-meeting
babies" were once common in the state; that the fightingest people in the
early days were newspaper editors.
We learn from all Mr. Card'saccumulated facts that life was precarious
and exciting a century ago, full of hardships and violence. He·teaches us
also, as Carl Sandburg did in The People, Yes, that the frontier American's
greatest resource was his sense of humor. When times were hardest he always saw the funny side. During the drouth of 1886 potatoes were cooked
in the ground and workmen were said to carry salt with them so they could
eat without going home for dinner. The people at San Angelo "complained
less about losing their cattle and sheep than about the lack of creek water
to mix with their corn whisky and tarantula juice." When the vegetation
all dried up and blew away, the birds, they said, started building their nests
with barbed wire.
The book is not intended to be a weighty work of scholarship and there
is no formal documentation. Mr. Card seems to be striving for an effect of
relaxation and good humor even when he is talking about the most gruesome subjects, and wants to give his reader a perspective rather than an accumulation of facts. Thanks to long experience in writing, as a historian
and as a writer for the Dallas News, he succeeds admirably in carrying out
his intention. His book reads easily, holds interest, and brings an important
segment of American history into perspective.
Texas Western College
C. 1. SONNICHSEN

KEEPERS OF THE PAST. Edited by Clifford 1. Lord. Chapel Hill: The
University of North Carolina Press, 1965. Pp. 241. $6.00.
THIS COLLECTION of eighteen essays is classified into the historical society,
the public archive, the historical museum, the special collection, and the
historic site. The editor capably introduces these essays with a brief explanation of the movement for historic preservation in the United States, .
and a statement of his reasons for selection of the biographical sketches included.
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Interest in preserving records of the historical past can be traced to early
colonial times but, in an organized form, dates from the· founding of the
Massachusetts Historical Society in 1791. Development of this interest has
grown principally because of the dedicated efforts of a relative few rather
than because of wide popular support. Today these efforts have. their
reward, and nearly every state has at least one state-wide historical society
as well as state, county, and municipal archives. There is also a growing
trend toward county and municipal historical societies.
.
Of particular interest.is the observation that historic preservation is
something most people could do without if they had to. Thus, the movement has been singularly responsive to depressions. Conversely, it has
been responsive to patriotic enthusiasm. As nationalism hit its stride in the
middle period of the nineteenth century, historical societies increased iIi
number and site preservation became popular. The Centennial of Independence in 1876 brought increased interest. Demands for man power,
time, and money during World War II caused drastic but temporary
curtailment of such activities. The days of the Cold War witnessed arise
to new heights "when for the first time America and its accepted way of
life faced a powerful, contin'uing, subverting, hostile challenge."
.A book of this type risks the appearance of being composed of readily
available material. Such is not the case here. The selections are carefully
considered in relation to total impact on historic preservation. Geographically considered are Massachusetts, New York, Wisconsin, Washington,
D.C., Alabama, North Carolina, New Mexico, California, Virginia, and
Texas. This list is selective, but the book makes no pretense of being· a
compendium. It is, rather, a collection of typical and significant examples
of the historic preservation movement in the United States.
Of special interest to New Mexicans is the study of Edgar Lee Hewett
by James Taylor Forrest. Hewett was largely responsible for the founding
of the Museum of New Mexico in Santa Fe, and was its director from
1909 until his death in 1946. During this time his archaeological contributions were significant at such sites as Mesa Verde, Puye, Rito de los
Frijoles, Quarai, Pecos, Abo, and Jemez. Through his own enthusiasm and
efforts he did much to arouse in the people of New Mexico interest in their
limitless archaeological treasures.
While it may be considered conventional not to include an index in
collected essays, this reviewer always deplores that oversight. Without this
aid to ready use, books too often tend to find a static place on a. shelf. Few
persons have the time or inclination to compile their own index.
Historical Society of New Mexico

VICTOR WESTPHALL, President
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PUBLIC SCHOOL EDUCATION IN NEW MEXICO. By Tom Wiley. Albuquerque: Division of Government Research, The University of New Mexico,
1965. Pp. 158. $4·75·
Tom Wiley's book is subtitled "Administrative and Financial Controls
Over Public School Education in New Mexico"; this subtitle more nearly
describes the contents of the book. Although several attempts have been
made to write a history of education in New Mexico, the fact is it will be a
long tim~ before enough scholarship is available upon which to base a
comprehensive educational history of the state. What is needed now is a
series of "lesser" histories dealing with specific problems: chieHy, histories
of the counties, histories of the several periods in New Mexico's development, and histories by "problems." Tom Wiley's hook is a step in the right
direction.
And yet I have difficulty placing the book. Wiley was at one time State
Superintendent of Public Instruction; admittedly he is an administrator
not an educational historian. At bottom, his purpose is didactic; yet the
moral he wishes to point Hows from the facts of history rather than from
the prejudices of the author. Not only is this approach refreshing, it is also
significant in the sense that it marks the difference' between an historical
document and a memoir.
Americans sometimes behave as if there were two distinct American
school systems: the one the man's world of politics and fin~ncing, the
other the woman's world of the classroom, teaching; and the child. Bringing these two worlds together in some minds is an extremely difficult task,
and many Americans find it virtually impossible to. admit that what happens in the one world is immediately felt in the other. ThIS illusion of two
separate worlds is fostered by a governmental structure which is also
divided into two parts. The one:
. . . for the purpose of serving the people in every governmental
.
respect, except education.
The other channel of government, also. deriving its oright and
, authority from the people,. is the public educational system of the
nation. This channel sometimes runs very dose to the other, but it is
distinct and generally has been kept intact; Whenever this channel
mingles with the other, the waters may become muddied and the issues become confused Cp. 120). ,
Quite obviously, money Hows into the school system'-and is controlledby the first part of this divided governmental structure, while teaching is
carried out in the second part.
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This is Wiley's point of departure, and he builds his case, historically,
from the discussions which preceded the entrance of New Mexico into the
Union in 1912, which laid the groundwork for the present-day public
school system. The details of these discussions do not concern us here.
They are recorded in the book. What does concern us is the fact that New
Mexico passed from territorial status to statehood without a historical tradition of public education like that of the eastern United States. And,
ironically, although New Mexico was still underdeveloped in the sense
that its communities were widely scattered and small, it nevertheless felt
the effects of certain modem forms of power and influence like the railroads. Also a problem for the new State, but barely touched on by Wiley,
was the Spanish-American and Indian cultures which had also failed to
establish an educational tradition, but which were determined to protect
themselves from the onslaughts of Anglo-Protestantism.
These things come together to produce a school system that was thoroughly decentralized, ironically, at the very time when the rest of the
nation was entering upon a period of centralization and mass culture. It
comes as no surprise then, that the decentralized school system soon found
that it was incapable of dealing with the administrative and financial
problems arising out of a "system" of public education for the twent~eth
century. The main problem seems to have been the unequal distribution
of funds, and the hoarding of funds by district superintendents.
The various "Committees" and "Study Groups" called by the Governor,
and the modifications of the state financial system have not completely
solved the problem of financing New Mexico's schools. But most importantly, Wiley argues, merely providing more money will not solve the problems
of the future. Financial problems in education need to be attacked at their
roots by developing an administrative structure which is appropriate to the
environment and the social structure it is intended to serve: "The organizational pattern that works best in reaching educational objectives is the best"
Cp. 155), Wiley says; meaning that one cannot decide in advance whether
one should have a thoroughly centralized or decentralized system, but
rather one should work out the "organizational pattern" in time and space
and in the face of the particular historical, social, and economic imperatives of the State.
Whether or not Tom Wiley has properly used the principles of history
to point his moral is a matter for a proseminar in historiography. But it is
my view that this book cannot be ignored by anyone who wants to understand the forces which have shaped public education in New Mexico, and
that it cannot be ignored by anyone who wants to write about educational
history in the state, not only because it brings together some of the evidence
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of New Mexico educational-financial history, but also because corning
from the hand of a former Superintendent of Public Instruction, it is itself
a document which must be measured against. the facts of our state's educational history.
University of New Mexico
ALBERT W. VOGEL.
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NEW MEXICO HALL OF FAME

T

HE THIRD ANNUAL New Mexico Hall of Fame dinner was held
at the Western Skies in Albuquerque on November 27, 1965,
honoring Miss Erna Fergusson and Miss Stella Dysart.
Miss Fergusson, who died in 1964, was born in Albuquerque's
Old Town on January 10, 1888, the daughter of Harvey B. and
Clara Fergusson, and a granddaughter of Franz Huning, pioneer
Albuquerque merchant, who came here from Germany in 1849.
A 1912 graduate of the University of New Mexico, she received
her master's degree from Columbia University in 1913, and was
awarded an honorary doctor of letters degree from the University
of New Mexico in 1943. She taught in the Albuquerque Public
Schools from 1908 to 1919 and was state supervisor of the Red
Cross in World War I. Miss Fergusson was an authority· on
Indians of the Southwest and her works included Dancing Gods,
a book on Indian ceremonials, New Mexico, A Pageant of Three
Peoples, and Our Southwest.
Miss Dysart, Albuquerque business-woman and philanthropist,
was born in Gilliam, Missouri, in 1878. She became interested in
social welfare at the Free Methodist College at Greenville, Illinois.
While in charge of a home for girls in St. Louis, the frustration of
working with inadequate funds made her turn to the business
world in the hope of making money to meet the many needs. After
her first venture, a dressmaking shop, she went into real estate and
made a fortune buying and selling western properties. The discovery of uranium on her holdings at Ambrosia Lake, near Grants,
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multiplied her wealth into millions. Miss Dysart considers herself
only a stewardess of her money and devotes much time to philanthropy. She is now working on plans for two five-million-dollar
facilities to be the nucleus for a salvage center for human beings.
Mr. Adlai Feather, President of the Dona Ana County Historical Society, honored Miss Fergusson with a fitting commemorative
address, Mr. Feather, a graduate of the University of New Mexico,
was awarded a Rhodes scholarship to Oxford University in 1917.
For many years he was professor of languages at New Mexico
College of Agriculture and Mechanic Arts, now New Mexico State
University. He is a regular contributor to state historical publications. Senator Clinton P. Anderson, himself a member of the New
Mexico Hall of Fame, spoke in behalf of Miss Dysart.
Another member of the Hall of Fame, Mr. William A. Keleher,
wrote the commemorative essay on Miss Fergusson. The essayist
on Miss Dysart was Henry W. Hough, chief of the Denver News
Bureau of Time, Life, and Fortune. Dr. Victor Westphall, President of the Historical Society of New Mexico, edited the 1965
Hall of Fame essays.
The portrait of Erna Fergusson was painted by Mr. Wilson P.
Hurley of Albuquerque. Mr. Albert Ravanelli, also of Albuquerque, rendered the dye-transfer color portrait of Stella Dysart.
Kenner F. Hertford (Brigadier General, retired), chairman of
the 1965 Hall of Fame Committee, served as master of ceremonies
at the banquet. Other members of the committee were Wilson P.
Hurley, Mrs. Concha Ortiz y Pino de Kleven, Mrs. Sally Riederer,
William W. Stanhope, George Mason, Robert S. Gillespie, and
G. P. Reyes of Albuquerque, Mrs. Patrick J. Hurley, Santa Fe,
and Mrs. Charlotte K. Priestly, Las Cruces.
LOUISE RuTZ, Bulletin Editor
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